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UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

3rd May 2000

_Children enjoyed underage sex_

The first wide-ranging UK investigation into claims of
sexual behaviour by young people in their early teens found
that nearly half of them said were pleased that they had
lost their virginity.

The study, published in the British Medical Journal, also
found that nearly all said they had done so willingly and
had not felt under any pressure.

Two fifths of children who have had underage sex were
under the influence of drink or drugs when they lost their
virginity, usually at a party, according to new research.

The Medical Research Council questioned more than 7,000
school pupils, with an average age of 14, from 24 secondary
schools in east Scotland.

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

May 7th 2000

_Teenagers to see 'quota' of film sex as censors loosen grip_

TEENAGERS are to be permitted to watch more explicit sex
scenes on videos and in cinemas by Britain's chief censor.

Restrictions that barred 15 to 18-year-olds from watching a
film adaptation of Graham Greene's novel The End of the
Affair and the Oscar-winning movie American Beauty are to
be eased later this summer.

A recognition of the "sexual sophistication" of 12 to 15-
year-olds may also lead to a rethink of the ban on the
younger age group from watching Shakespeare in Love. The
film was given a 15 rating, even though it had the approval
of the Vatican.

It will allow 15-year-olds to watch simulated sex, provided
there are no direct images of the genitals. It also
stipulates that most sex scenes should be between people in
"responsible" relationships.

The new policy on sex will thus be balanced by stricter
rules which would, for instance, cut scenes that show young
people taking drugs. This could lead to films such as
Trainspotting being cut.

The new code will define precise "quotas" of sex, violence
and bad language for each age group, accompanied by a
checklist, in the first formal attempt to bring the rules
in line with public opinion since censorship began in 1912.

The checklist system has attracted ridicule in the film
business. Julian Senior, vice-president, marketing, at
Warner Brothers, said: "In Japan it is still illegal to
show pubic hair and in South Africa, until recently,
nipples were banned. Do we really want that sort of a
system?"

Robin Duval, the new chief film censor, is hoping to draw a
distinction between greater public tolerance of erotica and
a continued rejection of the hard-core pornography that is
legal throughout the rest of Europe. He is conducting a
legal campaign to overturn the policy of his predecessor,
James Ferman.  Ferman supported more liberal rules on
pornography in exchange for gaining industry support on
preventing the import of bizarre and violent porn films.

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

May 4th 2000

_More sex abuse laws proposed_

THE Home Office is considering the creation of a new
criminal offence intended to give children greater
protection from sexual abuse in the family.

The measure would be an addition to the present law against
incest. It is understood that it would reflect the modern
structure of the family.

The review paper, being studied by ministers, is part of a
planned revision of Britain's sex laws.

Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, is expected to publish a
consultation paper next month, which will include an
outline of reforms to Britain's sex laws.

Among the other proposals, ministers are expected to
support new laws making the circumstances of marriage or a
relationship aggravating factors in sexual crimes because
of the breach of trust involved.

A tightening of the approach to age in legislation
governing sexual offences relating to children is also
proposed. At present there is an offence of unlawful sexual
intercourse with a girl under 13, carrying a maximum sentence
of life imprisonment, and another of unlawful sexual
intercourse with a girl under 16, with a maximum sentence
of two years.

Another proposal is to redefine the offence of indecent
assault.

Part of the proposals were immediately criticised by a senior
judge, who yesterday condemned the planned changes aimed at
bringing more sex offenders to justice. John Roberts, QC,
the Recorder, said at the Old Bailey that proposals that
those charged with rape would have to prove their accuser
had freely consented would be a "disaster". The changes
almost completely reverse the traditional burden of proof,
where the Crown rather than the defence has to prove its case.

Roberts said "It is very difficult when it is one person's
word against another. Some politicians say this should be
changed and that the burden should be on the defendant to
prove that the girl was consenting, but there are many of
us who think that would be a disaster and that it would
lead to many men being sent to prison for something they
did not do, having been put into the situation of having
to prove their innocence."

The review of sex offences was ordered two years ago after
a series of legislative changes had been introduced, including
the introduction of a sex offenders' register and the law
on promotion of 'sex tourism'.

Britain's sex laws are based mainly on the 1885 Criminal
Law Amendment Act, which made acts of gross indecency
between men illegal.

The 1956 Sexual Offences Act - covering rape, intercourse
with girls under the ages of 13 and 16, buggery, incest,
indecent assault and keeping a brothel - consolidated the
1885 Act.

The review also looked at the Street Offences Act 1959,
which dealt with prostitution; the 1960 Indecency with
Children Act; and the 1967 Sexual Offences Act, which
legalised homosexual acts in private between consenting
men over the age of 18.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK: civil liberties:
-----------------------------------------------------------

3rd May 2000

_European Court of Human Rights makes landmark ruling on
right to silence_

A COUPLE have won a landmark ruling in Europe that the
Government's curbs on the right to silence denied them a
fair trial.

The European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg said
yesterday that where juries are allowed to draw adverse
inferences from silence under police questioning, they must
be properly directed by the judge.

In a key finding, it ruled that the Court of Appeal should
look not just at whether a conviction was "safe", but also
at whether a defendant received a fair trial. The ruling is
expected to lead to a flood of appeals.

The draconian curbs on a suspect's right to silence, which
allow adverse inferences to be drawn if the defendant chose
to remain silent under police questioning, were introduced
by Michael Howard, the Home Secretary under the last Tory
Government.

The case, backed by Liberty, the UK human rights group, was
brought by William and Karen Condron, who were convicted of
supplying drugs in 1995. The couple, who did not answer
police questions, were jailed for four years.

The European court said that the jury had not been properly
directed. As a result, the couple's right to a fair trial,
as guaranteed by Article 6 of the European Convention on
Human Rights, was breached. It awarded each defendant
15,000 UK pounds.

The court said that a jury should have been directed that "if
it was satisfied that the applicants' silence ... could not
sensibly be attributed to their having no answer, or none
that would stand up to cross-examination, it should not draw
an adverse inference".

Mary Cunneen, solicitor for the couple, said: "This
judgement affirms the fundamental importance of the right
to silence."

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

18th April 2000

_Social worker vindicated in libel battle_

A social worker put on a childcare blacklist halted his battle
for libel damages yesterday, after the local authority he was
suing stated publicly that it had never claimed he was guilty
of an "improper" examination of a toddler.

S., who cannot be named for legal reasons, was a Newham social
worker who was an experienced worker, part of a team assigned
to help children up to the age of 11. The council sent a letter
to the Department of Health which resulted in S. being included
on the register of people considered "a risk to youngsters".

The case came about after three senior appeal judges ruled in
February 1998 that local authorities can be sued for libel
by people they report to the Department of Health as being
a possible risk to children.

Newham Borough Council had claimed its letter to the Ministry
warning of the conduct of one of its social workers was
protected by legal privilege and so immune from court action.

But the Master of the Rolls, Lord Woolf, said in a judgment
that a person's right to clear his reputation in the courts
outweighed the "insignificant risk of information being
withheld because of fears of legal action".

Lord Woolf, Lady Justice Butler-Sloss and Lord Justice
Chadwick ruled that Newham Council had failed to establish
that the Government's register of people considered a danger
to children should be protected by immunity from legal
action.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA: from BoyChat:
-----------------------------------------------------------

I can quote the following directly from the ACLU email I
received; the VRA [see last press-cuttings posting] failed
to pass.

--

TO: ACLU Action Network
FR: Jared Feuer, Internet Organizer
DT: April 28, 2000

_Victory! Second Constitutional Amendment Fails!_

Victory! Proponents of the proposed Victims' Rights
Constitutional Amendment pulled their amendment from
the Senate floor yesterday as more than 12,000 constituent
letters flooded the Senate from the ACLU website!

The grassroots efforts of concerned civil libertarians
played a pivotal role in this dramatic victory. As early
as two weeks ago, the amendment looked likely to pass as
very few senators wanted to be seen as voting against
victims of crime. But when a flood of constituent letters
and newspaper editorials began to flow into Senate offices,
many senators recognized that the measure would have done
more harm than good by jeopardizing the principle of
innocent until proven guilty and the right to a fair trial.

Your letters helped show your senators that amending the
Constitution to allow victims to voice their opinions at
every step of a prosecution could have undermined the very
foundation of our justice system and the ability
of the courts to operate in an impartial and fair manner.

Thank you once again for your efforts. Your letters played
a critical role in preserving the Constitution and defending
due process in our justice system.

Congratulations!

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

5th may 2000

_Clinton wants to 'organize' home schoolers_

President Clinton yesterday said the USA's 1-million
home-schooled children should "have to prove that they're
learning on a regular basis" -- or be forced to go to
school.

"It is done in every state of the country and therefore
the best thing to do is to get the home schoolers
organized," Clinton said.

"If you're going to do this," he continued, "your children
have to prove that they're learning on a regular basis, and
if they don't prove that they're learning then they have to
go into a school -- either into a parochial or private
school or a public school."

In recent years, the growth of the home-schooling movement
has exploded in the U.S. due to the ever-worsening crisis
of the nation's public schools -- plummeting test scores,
controversial curricula, negative peer pressure, denial
of constitutional rights in schools, and school violence.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Internet: censorship: [annotated]
-----------------------------------------------------------

_World Cybercrime Treaty Has Bugs_

May 3rd 2000

WASHINGTON -- U.S. and European police agencies will
receive new powers to investigate and prosecute computer
crimes, according to a preliminary draft of a treaty being
circulated among over 40 nations.

The Council of Europe's [http://www.coe.int/] proposal
is designed to aid police in investigations of online
miscreants in cases where attacks or intrusions cross
national borders.

But the details of the Draft Convention on
Cybercrime [http://www.politechbot.com/docs/treaty.html] worry
U.S. civil libertarians.  They warn that the plan would violate
longstanding privacy rights and grant the government far too
much power.

The proposal, which is expected to be finalized by December
2000 and appears to be the first global computer crime treaty,
would:

+ Make it a crime to create, download, or post on a
website any computer program that is "designed or adapted"
primarily to gain access to a computer system without
permission.  Also banned is software designed to interfere
with the "functioning of a computer system" by deleting or
altering data.

+ Allow authorities to order someone to reveal his or her
passphrase for an encryption key.  According to a recent
survey, only Singapore and Malaysia have enacted such a
requirement into law, and experts say that in the United
States it could run afoul of constitutional protections
against self-incrimination. (1)

+ Internationalize a U.S. law that makes it a crime to
possess even digital images that "appear" to represent (2)
children's genitals or children engaged in sexual conduct.
Linking to such a site also would be a crime.

+ Require websites and Internet providers to collect
information about their users, a rule that would cripple
anonymous remailers and services.

+ Prohibits the reproduction and distribution of copyright
protected material.

U.S. law enforcement officials helped to write the
document, which was released for public comment last
Thursday, and the Justice Department [http://www.usdoj.gov/]
is expected to urge the Senate to approve it next year.  Other
non-member States actively involved in negotiations include
Canada, Japan, and South Africa.

Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chretien and new Japanese Prime
Minister Yoshiro Mori agreed during a meeting in Ottawa
Thursday that regulating the Internet should be a key part
of the July summit of Group of Eight leaders in Okinawa,
Japan.

Civil libertarians say the Justice Department will try to
pressure the Senate to approve the treaty even if it
violates Americans' privacy and Constitutional rights.

"The Council of Europe in this case has just been taken
over by the U.S. Justice Department and is only considering
law enforcement demands," says Dave Banisar, co-author of
The Electronic Privacy Papers.  "They're using one more
international organization to launder U.S. policy."

Banisar says Article 6 of the measure, titled "Illegal
Devices," could ban commonplace network security tools like
crack and nmap, which is included with Linux as a standard
utility.  "Companies would be able to criminalize people who
reveal security holes about their products," Banisar said.

"I think it's dangerous for the Internet," says Barry
Steinhardt, associate director of the American Civil
Liberties Union [http://www.aclu.org/] and a founder
of the Global Internet Liberty Campaign [http://www.gilc.org/].
"I think it will interfere with the ability to speak anonymously."

"It will interfere with the ability of hackers -- using
that term in a favorable light -- to test their own security
and the security of others," Steinhardt said.

Solveig Singleton, director of information studies at the
libertarian Cato Institute [http://www.cato.org/] says
it's likely -- although because of the vague language not
certain -- that anonymous services will be imperilled.

Simon Davies, director-general of Privacy International, a
London-based civil liberties group said "mass surveillance by
corporations and governments is developing from Argentina to
Zambia."

Representing the U.S. in the drafting process is the
Justice Department's Computer Crime and Intellectual
Property section, which chairs the G-8 subgroup on
high-tech crime and also is involved with a cybercrime
project at the Organization of American States.  In December
1997 Reno convened [http://www.cybercrime.gov/commp8pr.htm]
the first meeting on computer crime of the G-8 nations.

A recent White House working group, which includes
representatives from the Justice Department, FBI, and Secret
Service has called
[http://www.wired.com/news/politics/0,1283,34720,00.html]
for restrictions on anonymity online
[http://www.politechbot.com/cgi-bin/politech.cgi?name=anonymity],
saying it can provide criminals with an impenetrable shield.
So has a report
[http://www.wired.com/news/politics/0,1283,35924,00.html]
from a committee of the European Parliament.

Other portions of the treaty include fairly detailed
descriptions of extradition procedures and requirements for
countries to establish around-the-clock computer-crime
centres that police groups in other countries may contact
for immediate help.

The draft document says countries must pass laws to "ensure
the expeditious preservation of that traffic data,
regardless whether one or more service  providers were
involved in the transmission of that communication."  A
service provider is defined as any entity that sends or
receives electronic communications. (3)  The draft also
requires all "data-subjects", a term which potentially
includes any Internet user, to produce any data under their
control, on demand.

Legal experts warn that the system could be easily abused
for commercial espionage. "It sounds reasonable -- catch
terrorists, criminals, and so on -- but it has the potential
to be particularly unreasonable," said Brian Smith, an
international e-commerce and banking attorney with the
Washington-based law firm Mayer Brown & Platt.

"They will know where people are putting their money, how
they're spending, who they're talking to." Security agents
might be tempted to access information without a warrant,
or might obtain warrants on dubious pretexts.  The USA's
track record on wiretaps has been to them for extensive
commercial espionage aimed at winning contracts for US
firms.

Yaman Akdeniz, director of London-based Cyber-Rights and
Cyber-Liberties claimed "investors will think twice about
investing in any country with complex rules and regulations".


The Council of Europe is not affiliated with the European
Union, and includes over 40 member nations, including
Russia, which joined in 1996. The Council of Europe has
previously produced two recommendations on the question,
in 1989 and in 1995.

After the Council of Europe's expert group finalizes the
proposed treaty, the full committee of ministers must adopt
the legally-binding text, signatures could be required as
early as Autumn 2001.

Comments can be sent to daj@coe.int

--

__Notes__:

(1) May 4th 2000 --

WASHINGTON -- The administration today admitted it has no
idea how often encryption is used by criminals. In order
to get reliable figures, President Clinton today required
the federal government to begin keeping track of how often
suspected criminals use encryption to thwart police wiretaps.

Clinton has signed a bill that requires the Justice Department
to report how frequently it encounters encrypted conversations.
Over 2,450,000 telephone conversations were legally intercepted
in 1999, according to government statistics released this week.

Depending on how widespread encryption has become, the
results of the annual survey could help the arguments of
privacy advocates, who say police fears are exaggerated, or
boost the claims of law enforcement officials.

The bill, S.176
[http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d106:s.01769:],
requires police to report "the number of orders in which
encryption was encountered and whether such encryption
prevented law enforcement from obtaining the plain text
of communications intercepted pursuant to such order."

But the Los Angeles County Public Defender's Office has
identified [http://pd.co.la.ca.us/index.htm] thousands of
illegal wiretaps that were not included in police reports,
and civil libertarians suspect that unlawful police
surveillance is a widespread practice.


(2) December 1999 -- The U.S. 9th Circuit Court of Appeals
overturned part of the federal Child Pornography Prevention
Act of 1996 as unconstitutional. The court found that
Congress went too far when it outlawed materials which
"appear to be" or "convey the impression" that they are
sexually explicit pictures of kids.  The 2-1 decision by the
Court of Appeals, which has jurisdiction over federal courts
in California and eight other Western states, ruled that
applying the 1996 Child Pornography Protection Act to
"virtual pornography" would violate the Constitution.


(3) In May 2000 the US Supreme Court ruled that ISPs should
not be responsible for content carried on their servers.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK/EU: civil-liberties:
------------------------------------------------------------

6th May 2000

_Straw plans ID card plan for Europe_

AN IDENTITY CARD is being planned by the Home Office.
The "credit card" style document would be promoted
initially as a measure to ease travel in Europe, but
will be seen as the first step towards an EU-wide
identity card.

Development work on the ID card is to take place over
the next 18 months, based on an assumption that European
leaders could agree its launch in the "next couple of
years". Jack Straw's proposal for the plastic card, similar
to the photocard driving licence, is disclosed in the
five-year business plan for the UK Passport Agency published
yesterday.

The plan also suggests that by 2005 the Government will
have built a national identity database, and that ID card
pictures could be then be replaced by other means of
identity such as automated facial recognition.

But the plan is fraught with potential difficulties for
ministers. It will fuel suspicions among those concerned
with civil rights that Britain is moving inexorably towards
the introduction of identity cards, linked to an Orwellian
national ID database and network of surveillance cameras,
by the back door.

------------------------------------------------------------



Security:
------------------------------------------------------------

3rd May 2000

FileMaker Pro 5's Web Companion software makes it possible
for Web surfers to examine other users' databases and send
anonymous emails.

FileMaker on Monday issued a statement confirming security
flaws in the Web Companion software that's part of the
company's popular FileMaker Pro 5 database package.

The flaws, first reported by software developer Blue World
Communications, make it possible for Internet users to view
the contents of online Web Companion databases and access
the plug-in's e-mail functions without authorisation.

A third flaw allows unauthorised users to send anonymous
or impersonated email.

------------------------------------------------------------




Useful tips on campaigning strategies:
----------------------------------------------------------

First, do not waste time marketing your idea to the masses:
focus your energies on the trendsetters, the socially
promiscuous and those with the power to influence. Place
your idea with these people and, by the force of word of
mouth added to an innate human tendency to "keep up with the
Joneses", your idea may snowball through society.

If step one is not a success then tweaking your idea to make
it more infectious or "sticky" is the second step. This does
not mean major surgery to transform a mediocre idea into a
brilliant idea -- a cosmetic makeover or "spin" on the idea
will work wonders, so just "tweak and test" with a view to
involving your target audience, telling a story, somehow
making it relevant to them, linking it to other topical
concerns, and giving them an incentive to pass the idea on to
others in their existing social network.

Still not working?  Get the context right. The human mind is
wired to be receptive to new ideas only in certain situations,
so make sure your idea fits the context in which it will be
adopted, and make sure it fits the context of a mind still
primarily adapted to a distant hunter-gatherer past.

----------------------------------------------------------




UK: TV:
------------------------------------------------------------

May 5th 2000

Though acquitted, Renate Williams's career is ruined. Is
the school she worked for at fault?

_Not Guilty_

It is six months since the acquittal of 33-year-old drama
teacher Renate Williams, who had been charged on two counts
of indecency with a 15-year-old boy. Williams had
consistently denied the accusations, but had admitted to
the court that she had got drunk, stripped and swum
in the sea when with some boys on a school field trip.
Unfortunately for Williams, it is for this admission,
rather than the "not guilty" verdict, that the case is
destined to be remembered. And though the question of
Williams's innocence or guilt was answered, another was
left hanging in the air: how much responsibility for the
whole sorry sequence of events must be borne by the school
that employed her?

A BBC television programme suggests that the answer to that
question is "a considerable amount". The first in the
series *Classrooms at War* begins by allowing Williams to
tell the story from her point of view. She describes
herself - an inexperienced, newly qualified late entrant to
teaching - as being out of her depth.

The parent of one of the schoolboys involved in the case
(who cannot be named for legal reasons) believes that she
may have been "a misguided person", but that she was "in an
impossible situation". Just how impossible that situation
was is borne out by a detailed report of an inspection of
the school by its local authority's social services
department, which had been prompted in part by the events
surrounding the Williams case. The report was not revealed
during the trial, but the programme quotes from it at
length.

[...]

*Classrooms at War* begins on May 15th 2000 at 9.30pm on BBC1

----------------------------------------------------------



Movie note:
----------------------------------------------------------

*The Nest* (1981)

Category: Foreign
Director: Jaime De Arminan
Cast:     Hector Alterio, Ana Torrent

Running Time: 1 hr 49 mins
Rating: PG
Distributor: New Line Home Video

Summary:

"A lonely 60-year-old widower and a young girl form a
special friendship, and together discover the wondrous
joys of the human experience. Academy Award nominee for
Best Foreign Film."

----------------------------------------------------------




USA: game:
----------------------------------------------------------

May 5th 2000

_Moral Guardians Fuming Over 'Panty Raider'_

A new CD-ROM game that asks players to strip young models
down to their underwear and photograph them to "satisfy
three testosterone-driven aliens" that threaten Earth is
making some moral guardianship groups such as Dads and
Daughters [http://www.dadsanddaughters.org] angry. They
are asking Simon & Schuster [http://www.simonandschuster.com]
to stop this month's upcoming release of "Panty Raider: From
Here to Immaturity."

Although Joe Kelly, executive director of Dads and Daughters,
has not seen the game, he claims "The female characters have
no agency and are completely passive. They only exist to be
stripped to their underwear."

"It's a comedy and that's a gray area," acknowledged
company spokesman Peter Binazeski. "Some people are going
to be offended by it and some people are going to find it
very funny."

"Young boys are very impressionable," said Diana Zuckerman
of the National Center for Policy for Women and Families,
which also has registered its distaste for the concept with
Simon & Schuster.  She said it's hard for boys to figure
out whether stripping models down to their underwear is
"obviously ridiculous or whether it's sexy and fun."

Although they may not prompt players to go out and
"panty-raid" girls themselves, gaming experts agree the
$19.95 "Panty Raider" will be highly popular with teenagers.

"Every 14-year-old in the United States will probably buy
one," said Amer Ajami, hardware editor for Gamespot.com
[http://www.gamespot.com] . "They're pricing it very
cheap."

----------------------------------------------------------



More information needed:
----------------------------------------------------------

"The May/June 2000 of the journal _Society_ has three very
good articles on child sexual abuse and how that term
has been constructed in last few decades."

----------------------------------------------------------



RIP: Obituary:
----------------------------------------------------------

May 2000

Floyd Martinson, 83, a retired Gustavus Adolphus College
professor whose pioneering research on child sexuality won
him world fame; in St. Peter, Minn., USA.

Martinson was an academician whose vanguard work led to
three books on child sexuality. One of his first books
was so controversial that he had difficulty finding a
publisher.

Links:

http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ISBN=089789376X/2278-8543130-106175
http://info.greenwood.com/books/0897893/089789376x.html
http://www.gac.edu/News/weekly/backissues/1.17.97/feature.html

----------------------------------------------------------
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'DD' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Love to everyone.

I just spent a magical weekend with Laura, her mom dropped
her off early Saturday morning and abruptly left for her
weekend away.  We spent the Saturday at an outdoor event and
got soaking wet and real muddy but had a great time.  I hope
I'm not wrong but really it seems to me that her Mom is just
assuming that our involvement is anything more than just
innocent, but without any source of facts to back up her
assumption because Laura assures me she has not, nor will
she talk about our love affair, I have no reason to doubt
her.  I asked fleetingly about the "last one" but she was
very reluctant to discuss the matter so I didn't press the
point.  She will open up in time I believe.  I am preparing
myself to be very hurt by the revelations to come.  I do
know that the event transpired just over a year ago whilst
she was 10 y/o but that intercourse with her did not happen,
but she is adept at several techniques during love making as
I discovered.  She is also fully familiar with the things
that happen at such times.

When we returned home it was into a hot tub and dry clothes.
What a delight to see her bathe and dress, she is just
starting to now show the very faintest onset of puberty.  I
had never seen her fully naked before and I was awed by her.
We ended the day by cooching up on the sofa and watching TV,
which is what we spend most of our time together doing, and
then after lots of kissing and hugging, she told me she
wanted me to love her.  I have always known my endurance had
limits.  I finally touched Laura in the way I had imagined so
very many times before and as she touched me I felt so
incredibly loved.  To kiss every inch of her was mind
blowing.  The way she, sighed softly and writhed as she was
reaching the height of her pleasure was just awesome to
watch, and as she shuddered and made faint sounds, her tummy
stiffened up as the "little fluffy clouds" came by.  This is
her cute yet imaginative little analogy.

Sunday was spent talking about crazy things and laughing a
lot, eating mountains of her favourite fruity pizza's,
watching TV and just enjoying her company and wicked sense
of humour, as well as lots of hugs and kisses and more
"fluffy clouds" for us both.  I also tried to discover more
about her secret of a year ago, but she became more resistant
to my inquisition, so I dropped the subject.  I'm so worried
about her, this is all quite mad and I'm not helping
matters, but what am I to do under these circumstances.  I
love her far more than is good for me.

I returned her home on Sunday evening and I miss her so much
already.  Her raucous laughter and thunderous footsteps
still echo all around.  When I returned home I found a note
on my desk which as well as having an extremely rude drawing
on it, said "I love you 'DD'__".  I cried and got steaming
drunk and made myself horribly sick.  Guilt now reigns
supreme.

Fallen through the ice.

'DD'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Brian' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Pegassus' wrote:
>P.S.  Please give me some feedback.  I'm still debating
>how to go about this.  Should I keep to being this
>detailed or should I just stick to the juicy parts?
>Should I include how I felt, how she felt, how I thought
>she felt, how others felt?  Or should I just stick to
>narrating the times when we interacted (quite many)?  It
>really is an outstanding account if you are willing to
>coast through it.  Or I can make it just a "we did this or
>that".  This is for you people, I'm easy, it can go either
>way.  Thanks again.

The long version, please!  I love reading all the little
details of LG encounters, not just the physical side (if
any), it brings the characters to life in my eyes.  What
you've written sounds great so far.

--

'Papa-Anjo' wrote:
>We are, unfortunately, said to be one of the preferred
>destinations for those who goes to so-called 'sexual
>tourism'.  The fact is that the endemic poverty has a huge
>potential to create a market for prostitution services.
>But they are not the object of my dreams... I think it is
>all a very dangerous, unfair and disgusting way to satisfy
>a desire, which results in no satisfaction, at all.  But
>you can imagine how hard it to deal with so many
>conflicting feelings for some of us.  The solution I have
>found is to rationalize taking into account all bad
>aspects of the situation.  I would like to know more
>opinions of the people here about this subject and if
>there is this kind of problem in the so called 'first
>world'...

Yes, but only on a very small scale.  There's been a few
reports lately here in New Zealand of child prostitution,
mainly among drug addicts and glue sniffers in Auckland.
Most are 14 and up.  They're most definitely not the object
of my dreams either, many are glassy-eyed from sniffing
glue and constantly 'out of it'.  Even though I'd seen a
few of them before asking things like "Got any spare
money?", I didn't know what they were until the news
broke of a sudden crackdown in one suburb last year.
Apparently word had spread and businessmen were travelling
long distances to meet with them, before the Police
stepped on it. There's no guarantee some are female either
by reports.  I can't ever imagine myself having sex
with a sullen, oppressed, unwashed skinny drug addict who
hardly knows you're there and just wants to get it over
with.

'Brian'
----------------------------------------------------------




'Centauro' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hi 'Papa-Anjo',

I was reading when I saw your nickname.  After a big smile
I have thought "Certainly this guy is a Brazilian.  A
nickname in Portuguese could not be most appropriate than
that".  I loved it.  It say it all.  8-)

I live in the coast of Brasil also, precisely in
the wonderful city, near the most famous beach of the world.
With you, I guess, there are 3 Brazilians posting.  I,
Centauro,  you, Papa-Anjo and Nickless.  There is another
Brazilian,  Edu.  He is not posting anymore.  I look forward
a posting from Edu.  In his last posting he said he had to
stop for a while but he have promised to post again when
possible.

I guess three or four Brazilians is "critical mass" enough
to convey some of our "joy of live", our peculiar humour and
way of life here in this group.  But to do this we have to post
more frequently.  The difficulty for me is the same as
yours: writing in English is a time consuming task for me.

As for your perceptions of intergenerational
relationships and pedophilia in Brazil I think exactly the
same as you.

See you later, no, better "read you later" :)  But now I
have to stop.

'Centauro'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'LAS' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Just to correct the San Diego case (I should have done this
before): the Judge didn't determine that the *books* were
kiddy porn.  He never saw the books.  He determined that the
*photocopies* were kiddy porn.  In the US it's possible to
take pix out of context and find them illegal - I tell
people all the time not to tear pix out of books.  That's
why having images on your computer is dangerous, even when
they are from well-known books.

In the _States of Grace_ case, the government even suggested
"we can't say the book is legal for all time everywhere,
because we don't know in what context the images might come
up in the future."  Well, they got their wish with this Davis
guy in CA.  (Poor guy.)

'LAS'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Philotonus' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

I cannot believe how much I have missed this group.  It has
been over a year since I last received a mailing and I feel
like I am home again.

I wonder if you know the service you do for people like us ?
And the impact it has on so many peoples lives ?  I say
people like us because, as you know, we are not a mainstream
bunch - to say the least. Thank you for your courage and
outstanding commitment to GL's everywhere.

--

The hour is late, the house is quiet and I find myself
wondering at "us" - GL's.  The day was every bit normal and
I have followed my everyday routine.  Get up, enjoy my
family for a few hours, do errands on the way to work, watch
for pretty LG's while out and admire them.  Drink in their
beauty, go out of my way for a single glimpse of a LG.  Work
hard and on every stop on the way home try for a glimpse of
another LG.  A simple double life eh ?  Came home and
everyone was sleeping and so surfed for awhile.  Just
looking and hoping for another glimpse before bedtime.  What
ruined the day was an accidentally-found pic of a very special
LG.  Very many years ago I met this girl and we spent a
wonderful day together.  Only one day.  And in that day I
spent a lifetime.  If this was any other group I would say
"You cannot understand" but of course you do.  That one day
was spent in love.  I fell in love that day.  "No greater
love hast a man than he would give his life for another."  I
know you understand that feeling for a LG and being taken
unawares by her.  A single day spent with reciprocal hugs
and caresses, laughter and kisses.  A day spent "lovemaking".
A picnic in perfect weather, a hug given freely.  A trip
to make her happy.  Every moment dedicated to her shining
eyes and her smile and laughter.  Dear God, those hugs !!!

Then this night.  What is it ?  I found a "series" !  I have
seen many.  But there she was.  "....My angel is a
centerfold..." (Old 70's song)  And as the song says "My
bloods running cold..." I don't like "us" much tonight.  I
don't like me much tonight.  I don't give a great goddamned
what society says - I love her and to see her used hurts
beyond comprehension.  How do I justify a simple loving kiss
- filled with a heartfelt love when society sees these
images ?  I know what society thinks, that any love with
LG's is wrong.  I don't subscribe to this point of view.
But what these people did is wrong.  They betrayed
trust. They lied about love.  They tricked a child.  A loving
and trusting child.  Christ, are we nothing more than the
same ?  Is society right in lumping us together ?  I
certainly hope not.  Someone used her and took images of her
to be sent out for trade.  I never knew this - it happened
after I met her.  (To give you an idea, she is now 17 !!)  I
just accidentally saw them !!!  After all these years it hurts
to know that someone I loved was used.  I feel old.  I feel
tired.  I have fought this fight for so many years now.
Sometimes I don't know if we are the good guys or the bad eh?
Perhaps the best explanation is this : I loved her then
and I love her now.  See?  It is the same !!!  I know this
is disjointed but I am depressed.  I write here because you
understand eh ?  Good luck to all of you.  I hope you never
have to see what I saw tonight.

Ciao,

'Philotonus'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

As always, evil has found it's way once again into the life
of this mild-mannered citizen.  The other day when Becky and
I were playing in one of the apartment complex's sandboxes,
a woman just walked up out of the blue to us and started to
yell at me, saying "You know, you're not fooling anyone.  A
man your age playing with children just isn't right."  I
started to make a reply about how her concern for
children's safety in general is justified, and that I'm
glad she decided to speak with me about it.  But somehow I
don't think this woman exactly wanted to hear anything but
her own ranting and raving.  She just kept increasing her
volume of screaming about how I am being watched everywhere
I go, yadda, yadda, and that I am going to be in jail soon
so I'd better 'enjoy what I'm doing while I can.'  Here and
I thought I was just being paranoid before, but now that
I've been watching over my shoulder for the last couple of
days I do believe I've had unmarked cars following me for a
while now.  Oh well.  As I said to Becky's mom about the
whole incident later that day, I'll just have to let my
actions (or lack of) speak for themselves.  I decided just
to be on the safe side of false accusations from neighbours
such as the loud one I mentioned, that for the time being I
will not have any of the kids in my home.  I already only
play with them within full public view and not after dark,
the way it is.  But I'm not risking my freedom if I can at
all prevent it.  As an after thought, though, she could have
mistaken me for a man in the complex who was recently
arrested but released on bail for molesting some children
across town.  Not to pat myself of the back here, but
situations just such as this make me glad I'm not involved
intimately with a LG.  Saves one a lot of stress.

--

I dug up an old untitled poem by Gene Roddenberry that I've
loved since I was fifteen.  I just changed one word to make
it fit this forum.

 'Beyond the rim of the star-light
  My heart is wand'ring in star-flight.
  I know he'll find in star-clustered reaches
  Love, strange love a star-child teaches.
  I know his journey ends never,
  His star trek will go on forever.
  But tell him while he wanders his starry sea
  Remember, remember me.'

It makes me think about humanity's epic quest of discover
who we are as individuals.  Really, each of us can and
sometimes do travel immense distances in an attempt to
decipher the meaning of life.  But really no matter how far
you run from or to, the answer lies within us all.  As
girl-lovers, we must embrace that which we would otherwise
despise of ourselves.  So many have never even found the
on-ramp of the road to self-discovery.  I am very fortunate
to have just begun that journey starting last year.  My
dysthimic-level depression has lifted and I am able to live
with who I am, albeit reluctantly ;) I would like to get
some thoughts on this subject if anyone would respond.

--

By the way, I just saw "Baby Geniuses" and loved it.  The
whole notion that babies have all the answers to life, the
universe and everything just seems to make sense.

--

I finished "Lo's Diary," which I do recommend as a must read,
and am not sure what to read next.  I love "The New
Epicurean," and don't have the attention span for Nabokov.
Anyone have any suggestions?

'Ex Astris'
----------------------------------------------------------------





'Mr. Children' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Pegassus' wrote, after beginning a story about his cousin:
> P.S.  Please give me some feedback.

Glad you decided to share your story.  I think the writing
style and level of detail you used were perfect... Looking
forward to the upcoming chapters.

--

'DD' wrote:
> (...describes a conversation which would surely have
>  given me a heart-attack...)
> Is this a bad dream from which I am about to awaken, or did
> this woman really just give me carte blanche to sleep with
> her daughter.  If so why.

That's how it sounds to me, but I can't even begin to fathom
why she would have done that.  I can maybe -- if I really
stretch my imagination -- imagine someone allowing their
daughter to have a sexual relationship with an older man, if
it was someone they trusted.  But the conversation made it
sound like Laura's sleeping with men (which has apparently
happened before???) was simply an annoyance to her!  It
doesn't sound like the mother was trying to get you to admit
to anything; it sounds like she is not right in the head?

What's worse, I don't have a clue how you can handle the
situation... From what you've said, I really question
whether her mom is fit to take care of Laura, but what can
you do?  Reporting it to the authorities would obviously put
you in a rather bad situation (and probably put Laura in an
even worse situation), but sitting there and doing nothing
has got to be hard to do.

I hope you can make sense of your predicament and do the
right thing.  I'll be damned if I know what the right thing
is, though...

--

Last, a quick update on the Tina situation (my new 9yo
friend):  I've had a few more opportunities to see her in
the past weekends, so I've been experiencing the usual
emotional roller-coaster.  I cherish every minute I can
spend with her, though.  She's amazingly unpretentious, and
we never seem to have trouble finding something to talk
about... It is sooo nice to finally have someone with whom I
can have an intellectual discussion about Mary-Kate and
Ashley =)  And did I mention she's gorgeous?  =) =)

So far, nobody seems to care that I've been spending a lot
of time with her.  I'm sure somebody has noticed, but it's
not like we've done anything remotely questionable -- we've
almost never been alone together.  While she's quite
attached to me, she hasn't shown any signs of having any
sort of romantic interest in me.  That's a good thing,
though.  For now I'm thrilled just to have a lg to play
with, and it's much safer this way.  As long as she doesn't
start flirting with me, I should be safe; I'm certainly not
going to initiate anything.  It's only if she does start
taking a romantic interest in me that the danger begins --
then my reactions to her advances are likely to give me away
instantly, and I run the risk of doing something stupid in a
moment of weakness.  But right now, things are great the way
they are.

I've rambled on enough for now.  TTFN.

'Mr. Children'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>>To 'Easy Rider:' I'm all to familiar with the inhuman
>>nazi-eque treatments you described.

Right.  Another thing I understand they make you do is watch
movies of situations where an older guy and a young girl
are about to hook up.  Then the scene switches to show the
gl getting the crap kicked out of him by the girl's father,
or getting sentenced in court by some judge.  This borders
on the absurd and I almost wanted to laugh when I heard
this.

Then there is the one where they make you write a story
about the "abuse" of a girl from the viewpoint of the girl.
"He touched me, I hated it.  I hated him, I felt dirty and
used... blah , blah, blah."  I'd like to write one of these,
except the girl loves it, and says so.

My acquaintance is about to start "Ammonia Therapy."
(Almost said "aroma therapy":).  To me, this is messing with
the mind to too great an extent.  Imagine if you actually
had physical pain induced by the sight of a little girl.
This is crude and outrageous punishment.

--

'Pegassus' wrote:
>>P.S.  Please give me some feedback.  I'm still debating how
>>to go about this.  Should I keep to being this detailed or
>>should I just stick to the juicy parts?

You must absolutely include everything.  There is so much
for all of us to learn about lg's and their emotions.  It
will help us in our own relationships if we understand the
nuances of yours.

--

Albert Ross' wrote:
>>'Easy Rider' wrote:
>> > They actually engage in aversive conditioning, a
>> > la  _A Clockwork Orange_.  They hook you up to a
>> > "penile plethysmography" machine,

>>Who is they?  Out here where I am 'they' seem to be in
>>trouble...

THEY are the state psychologists whose job it is to
straighten out the misguided thinking patterns of those
enamoured of lg's.  THEY are not in trouble here. THEY
are in the driver's seat.

--

'DD' wrote:
>To 'Easy Rider'
>And if you two are going to be at it, then I don't want her
>bringing her little problems home to me".  I instantly
>deemed this a trick to perhaps ensnare me into an admission
>of something, until she gave me the 'coup de gras'...

It's good you are vigilant, but I think this mom is for real
and not out to get you.

>She said, "At least with the last one I could be sure of no
>acccidents,
[...]
>This is a nightmare of unparalleled  proportions.  This
>woman is totally unprincipled, even by my lax standards.
>Has the entire world gone mad, or just me?  Is this a bad
>dream from which I am about to awaken, or did this woman
>really just give me carte blanche to sleep with her daughter.
>If so why.

Ok, man, you need to chill.  By now, whatever has happened
has happened.  But I would hardly call this a nightmare.  I
would call this "Maya".  The moment of awakening.  The
moment when you realize that life is offering you a perfect
gift and  that to say no, would be an error of monumental
import.  Learn to recognize and seize opportunity, DD.  Yes,
you have to know when to stop, too, but  a love like this,
and a chance like this, does not come "a knock, knock,
knocking."

You cannot assume that if you let this pass, that something
like this will ever be offered again.  The mother seems to
have given up control and seems ready to let nature take its
course in regard to her daughter.  Some mothers just give up
the ghost and "let come what will". Yes, I believe she has
given you the green light here, as incredible as it sounds.

If I were you I'd broach the subject of it with Laura.  Get
her take on her mother's attitude.  What about the "others"
spoken of?  Have there been others, and has there been
previous sexual activity on L's part with other older guys?
If so, then one more won't matter to mom I think.  You have
to decide with Laura if intercourse is appropriate.  I
forget: how old is she?  Is she physically developed beyond
her years?  No matter what her age or her physical
development, any girl is, if they want it, ready for tender
physical contact with one they love.  Love her.

I have never given anyone advice like this before, but this
situation seems unique.  Of course you have to weigh the
possible consequences.  Will Laura tell a friend about this?
If so, you got trouble.  Can you deal with trouble that big?
How tough are you inside?  Only you know, but based on what
you've said, I say go for it.  Otherwise you will be kicking
yourself for the rest of your life and wondering what you
missed.  You will be like most of us: wishing that just
once, we could really know what it feels like to have a
sweet, naked little girl in our arms, loving us without
reservation.  It is a consummation devoutly to be wished, my
friend.

Please do report what happens.

--

'Brian' wrote:
>>I've heard several ex-convicts comment on child porn,
>>things like: "You do NOT... want to go to Jail for Child
>>porn", He told me how people like that automatically go
>>to protective custody where nobody can get to them,

Right.  But what do you think the first question is that you
would be asked by the other inmates who are also in PC for
various reasons?  "Why are _you_ in here?"  If the
administration hates you enough they will let "slip" why you
are there and it will be all around within hours.  You will
be marked.

>>Police still set them up for bashings on the way to and
>from court.  "On the way *to* court?  That's not very
>subtle" I said.  "The Cops don't care, they just say he
>got bashed in prison" he replied.

Exactly correct, Brian.  Maybe you have a court date.  Maybe
some other dudes also have one who have heard about you.  So
where do you go?  You all go into a holding cell to await
transportation.  You have  now been set up for an ass-
kicking.  Some cops relish thought that you will get your
"due".

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>>'Easy Rider' wrote:
>> > On the other hand, I have to say who of us does not
>> > love the view of an lg's nude body?  They are the
>> > most beautiful creations on earth, and I could feast
>> > my eyes on them without ever getting bored.

>>Speak for yourself.  but please do not assume that we all have the
>>same tastes.

The same tastes??  We aren't talking here about whether we
like apple jelly or grape jelly, we are talking here about
little girls!  How the hell could anyone who claims to be a
gl, _not_ like the sight of a girl's body?  I'm real sorry,
Dal, but since I am in a group of girl lovers, I _am_ going
to  make certain assumptions and I am going to express them.

Among these assumptions is that true gl's  love everything
about little girls, including their bodies.  Now, if you
wish to dissent, I couldn't care less, but, frankly, I
don't understand where you are coming from.

>>I abhor all nudes, including children.

Now, with all due respect, I can't believe you actually said
this.  "Abhor" is a pretty strong word.  It connotes
feelings of disgust.  What, exactly, is it, that is so
abhorrent?  How can you hate and be disgusted by the sight
of a young girl's body?  Do you equate this with sin and
evil?

How, how, how... could you possibly find the sight of a nude
little girl anything but delightful, perfect, and the
epitome of all that is graceful  in nature.  And if you feel
this way how could it ever be possible for you to physically
love  _anybody_, let alone an lg, should the occasion arise,
or is physical love simply a dirty fantasy best left
unfulfilled?

>>For me, clothed young ladies are nice.  A girl in tight
>>jeans does more for me then any nude can.  But I dare not
>>share my fantasies.  :-) Others are treats, but nudes are
>>not my type.

Correct me if I am wrong, but do I detect here a
correlation in your thinking between nudity and sex?  You
talk about tight jeans and fantasies. Are you saying that for
you, the only possibilities are fantasies induced by sexy
clothing?  When I say gl's love the view of a girl's naked
body I am not implying that this is a sexual thing.  It is,
rather, an aesthetic thing.  The soft swell of a girl's
incipient breasts, the fall of hair on her bare shoulders,
the spray of freckles on her chest, the bevel of her
perfect, tight, smooth thighs, her pale nipples, all of
these things are perfection.  To be sure, a revealing, open
shirt on a girl is more exciting than the view of her
breasts totally bare.  The imagination supplies all that is
necessary.

Nudity is not particularly sexy unless both the viewer and
the viewee agree that it is. Nudity is very special in that
it implies the absolute trust of the viewee vis a vis the
viewer, and it allows for a kind of intimacy and bond
between lg and lgl that can be achieved in no other way.  I
am not talking about getting hot by looking at some girl's
ass in tight pants.  I am talking about a girl's willingness
to bare her most secret parts to me because she trusts me
and knows that I find her beautiful and perfect just the way
God made her.  It doesn't get much better than that, pal.

'Easy Rider'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Pegassus' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone,

I keep getting responses to my postings and that's
encouraging.  Thanks!  I'll wait and see what your comments
on the first chapter of my autobiography concerning Lolita
are before I continue with chapter 2.  For this post I'll
respond to some messages myself:

--

'Papa-Anjo' wrote:
>Sex is not treated in a so paranoiac way that seems to be
>in USA or England, as I have noticed by your texts and
>press news.

Viva la vida au ritmo de Samba!  You're half way there!
Public perception is half the battle and your country seems
to be eons beyond our 'first world' hypocritical moral
sense.  I admire a society like yours.

>Depending on the social class, an older man to fall in
>love with a very young girl can be more tolerated.  Between
>middle class members, however, the difficulties arise and
>the things are harder.

How does the difference in classes affect the tolerance?
Is it more tolerated between ruling class or working class
as compared with middle class?

>It is also because if there is no complain about an
>occurrence, the authorities do not prosecute anybody.

Now there's a novel concept!!  Where did WE go wrong in
sticking to this golden rule in the enlightened 'first
world'?

>The police is barely concerned about the tiny amount of
>child prostitution, for example, just doing something if
>the press make some noise against it.  We are,
>unfortunately, said to be one of the preferred destinations
>for those who goes to so-called 'sexual tourism'.  The fact
>is that the endemic poverty has a huge potential to create
>a market for prostitution services.

Sometimes the parents of these kids are so crippled by
alcohol dependency (denatured rubbing alcohol), drugs
(contact cement, volatile canisters, etc.) that these kids
must fend for themselves and their younger siblings either
by becoming thieves, muggers, drug distributors or
prostitutes (I'm not talking teens, these are 7 or 8 yo
kids).  The first three choices can be a lethal Russian
Roulette.  The last, not as immediately lethal, is still a
dire means of survival with the danger of AIDS looming over
their little heads.  Some get a lucky break and end up
slaving for an exploiting sweat shop or other business, but
at least that puts food on the table.

>But they are not the object >of my dreams... I think it is
>all a very dangerous, unfair >and disgusting way to satisfy
>a desire, which results in no >satisfaction, at all.  But
>you can imagine how hard it to >deal with so many
>conflicting feelings for some of us.  The >solution I have
>found is to rationalize taking into account >all bad aspects
>of the situation.  I would like to know more >opinions of
>the people here about this subject and if there >is this
>kind of problem in the so called 'first world'...

Well, my immediate response would be this:  If you know one
of these girls that sells herself or is sold by someone
else, or know where to find one, take her out and buy her a
nice dress, take her to McDonald's, take her to a movie,
show her extreme love, affection and caring and pay her what
she's due and put food on her table and that of her siblings
(that's if you won't run a risk by taking this girl).  No
sex, no hanky-panky, just love.  She might appreciate it,
she might not, you did your part.  In my opinion, that's the
best anyone can do in that situation.

--

'Tsarevitch' asked?
>>>If you remember, I had a run in with the shepherds there about an
>>>anonymous letter they received falsely accusing me.
>
>>Where are these shepherds?  Are there any shepherds left in
>>the developed nations?
>
>Shepherds here refers to the guardians (pastors, bishops,
>deacons, etc.)  of the church congregation - but in our
>case it usually refers to the parents who guard their
>children against us.

Thanks for the clarification, Sanctuary.  Yes, I say
shepherds because I don't want to identify the denomination
of this church.  They are the spiritual pastors ('pastor' or
its derivative = shepherd in any Latin language).  In this
case they're not the parents, Sanctuary.  Thanks.

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>I wish I had the time to write more to everyone here
>Pegassus, >I guess we all do.  Whenever I read these
>postings, I want to >talk about >every single one of them,
>and if I could meet you all, I would, >but >we all know,
>it's NOT the same when you try to put it into >print.

I feel the very same way.  that's why I want apologize to
all those fine posters out there for not commenting on your
fine posts.  I read them always.  Thanks, Daveboy for
responding.  By the way, SPIKE!  are you out there!?  Nice
posts.  You lucky son-of-a-gun!!  Take care of these
beauties and yourself.  I hope everything works out for the
best.

'Pegassus'

(Ianthe, thanks for your hard work and dedication to our cause!)
------------------------------------------------------------




'Tsarevitch' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Dang Nabbit!  I'd forgotten Alice Day!  Well - Delightfully
Belated Alice Day to Y'all!

--

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>Today I gave Desiree a religious stories book >and she read
>to me out of it for over an hour.  She snuggled >up in my
>lap for most of this out on my back stoop.

There is not many things more satisfying then reading a good
book to a child!

>To 'Tsarevitch:' You can always go to any and all of your
>local child day care

Thanks for the support and the advice!  But I am at last a
coward!  I can take on babysitting a handful of kids but not
a whole class.  I tried substituting a middle school class
(5th grade) a couple of times!  Oh the humanity!  They walked
all over me.  True, day care kids are younger and sometimes
more willing to follow authority, but they are filled with too
much energy.  Besides, it will end up as "The Last
Temptation of Tsarevitch" ~ Oh!  the temptation in helping
the child to the 'potty.'

>[ It appears there's no trace of it ...  ]

Its a Christian Coalition/UN conspiracy I tell you! (Wink/wink)

--

'Pegassus' wrote:
>We hugged and I asked her, "Are you Lolita?"

Are you kidding us?  Is she really names Lolita?  Or is this
an assumed name?  Kind of makes me wonder if anyone would
ever name their daughter Lolita, ever again?

>Soon I was called to join the adults and talk about adult
>things.

My condolences...

I can tell you that I would like more emotional and physical
depth of the real story.  The most interesting stories are
more then the transcriptions (WE did this/that) of the
events.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>Shepherds here refers to the guardians
>(pastors, bishops, >deacons, etc.)  of the church
>congregation - but in our case >it usually refers to the
>parents who guard their children >against us.

Thank you for the answer.  That is really use of the word.
Could be used as secret code in non-ASGL list groups to
identify ourselves ...  foxes = gl's Shepards = The
Over-protecting Public and Law Enforcement (the non-GL's of
the world) Sheep = lg's

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>Why a walking stick?... why not!... it doesn't matter WHAT
>it is...

Sorry, did not mean to get you upset.  I thought it was an
innocent question.

>I have realized that I can't publish it in the normal way,
>to do so >now would identify me!!  BTW... I didn't want to
>further the social >interaction between the shopkeeper and
>the girl, in case it looked 'too >obvious'.

Un Nom de Plume?  Peut-etre?  (A pen name?  maybe?  Am I
being too naive?)

I tried not to emphasize the lack of sexual intimacy in the
story, that would only turn off the 'average' reader.  Sorry
for any misunderstanding.

 "Cleavis (DaveBoy), let's give up the fussing and the
 feuding..."  -- A dear quote from the great American
 scholar and philosopher, Homer Simpson.

--

'DD' wrote:
>"And if you two are going to be at it, then I don't want her
>bringing her little problems home to me".

>She said, "At least with the last one I could be sure of no
>accidents, but now she's growing up so bloody fast".

>It was to have been Easter weekend but due to her Moms
>incapacity due to >excess alcohol consumption, is now to be
>next weekend.  .  .  .  Is this a >bad dream from which I am
>about to awaken, or did this woman really >just give me
>carte blanche to sleep with her daughter.

>Yours on very thin ice,

Beware!  My instincts say that you should not trust her
mother.  Think TRAP!!!!!!  Three scenarios:

1. It is a form of sting by the mother!  You go to jail!  or

2.  The mother does not care!  Someone else finds out!  The
mother's implied or even out right permission still does not
legally allow you to do the you know what!  You go to jail!  or

3.  The mother does not care!  Or maybe she is a closeted
pedophiliac ally.  You and the princess luck out!  The gl's
lottery!

The odds for number three at best are one-in-three.  I am not
saying what not to do, for myself, if I found myself in your
shoes (Please that one day that be true!) Just be
UltraCareful/Sensitive to what's happening around you.

I may be an atheist, but I am sincerely praying that nothing
bad happens to you.

--

'Brian' wrote:
>They allowed the Atheists to carry out a public "Sinnathon"
>where they committed every Sin they could in as short a time
>as possible.  :-)

Yes I found that Hysterically l.o.l., and I found it sickly
amusing that it probably UPSET the religious rights in the
area BUT the "no morals" whatsoever stereotype given to all
Atheists stings, (this is not the only place I've heard this
argument - From my ethics Professor).  I have a set of
virtues, and am not a total hedonist like the image above
portrays all Atheists to be.

Thanks Brian for your ideas and your support.  I like the
cinema thing!

>Playground repairman?  :-)

I'm too mechanically incompetent.  Though I wouldn't mind if
I could be a playground monitor.  "Do you want a hug, lil'
Susie?  That fall off the bars must have knocked the wind
out of you."

>I *GOTTA* talk to other paedophiles.  I can't *STAND* this isolation much
>more!!!!!  :"(

If I win the lottery, I will set up a chat chamber (not just
a chat room).  You all will be invited to "live there."
Until then PLEASE hang around with us, you are quite
welcomed and needed here.

  [ A chat board was started a few days ago, along the lines of
    BoyChat.  I'll see how it develops over the next couple of
    weeks, and may post details here. It may just vanish, or it
    may not, or it might get taken over by flamers and hostiles,
    or become obviously haunted by cops trolling for people to
    sting. We'll see. ]

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>Do they (read: you) read just a few people's posts?  Or do
>they just use >ASGL-L as their minimal duties of being a
>paedophile?

To quote the famous playwrite, Bernard Shaw,
"Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""
Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""
Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!"

I read every word!  This is my bible!  Sounds kind of sad
though but well that is it.  Some weeks seem to last like
years, and I can not wait to read more of the list.  Just
let the outsiders be.  If they want to float around like
ghosts on the outskirts while just observing, fine with me,
(as long as they are not law enforcement).  Someday they
will come out of the cold.

--

To 'The Fairy Knight':

That story was a little too unexpected.  The story you
recounted had ripped my heart wide open.  I guess I should
thank you, but I am still in shock by it after reading it
yesterday.  Perhaps it was a little too potent, too powerful
...  How about a warning next time, please.

>ends (nibbled gently by fluffy baby bunnies)

Someone has been watching too much TeleTubbies!

Anticipating next week!  "I wish, I wish to use this rhyme
to go back home 'til next time"  Emmy and Max from the
DragonTales.  Tsarevitch!

'Tsarevitch'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Spike wrote:
>>'Spike' wrote about Kristi.
>>Forgive me, but I don't feel like going back over a whole
>>bunch of postings: how old is Kristi?

>I forgive you... she's 10.

I know this is NOMDB, but IMHO at 10 she's probably old
enough to know what she wants and to be aware of the
possible consequences of her actions.  Good luck, be
careful, and have fun.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>Pat Califia wrote in her book 'Public
>Sex, the culture of >radical sex': >>...it would be a
>mistake to characterize all child porn as a >>record of
>child abuse.  Sometimes it was a record of children's
>>>exhibitionism and free erotic play with one another.
>Sometimes >>it was a record of adolescent vanity, pride, and
>budding sexuality.  >>Sometimes it preserved a moment of
>exceptional trust and >>pleasure between partners whose ages
>would normally have >>kept them apart.  >  [ For those
>wondering about the book Sanc refers to >    above, it's by
>Pat Califia and called _Public Sex - >    The Culture Of
>Radical Sex_.  The most relevant parts >    of the book have
>been scanned and are on the web @ >
>http://patcalifia.exit.de/  ]

Ms. Califia's book is available for about CDN $20 from
www.chapters.ca

  [ Isn't it illegal under Canadian law ?  "Advocating..."
    and all that ? ]

--

'DD' wrote:
>I think this answers both our concerns.
>Things have taken a >'highly' sinister twist with Laura.  A
>recent conversation >with her Mom led to joking about the
>large amounts of food >she consumes, and her Mom's comment
>that she is "eating me >out of house and home", to which I
>laughingly said, well she >is a growing YG after all.  Her
>Mom said yes, growing's not >the word.  It won't be long
>before I'll have to think about >getting her on the pill the
>way she carries on.  I said what >ever do you mean, to which
>she said, "she's man mad".  Oh I >said, she has boyfriends,
>well don't all YG's her age, its no >big deal surely.  No
>said her Mom, I mean Men !!  > >Now comes the stinger.  >
>"And if you two are going to be at it, then I don't want
>her >bringing her little problems home to me".  I instantly
>deemed this a trick to perhaps ensnare me into an admission
>of something, until she gave me the 'coup de gras'... >
>She said, "At least with the last one I could be sure of no
>accidents, but now she's growing up so bloody fast".  > >I
>was completely dumbfounded by all this.  All was within
>earshot of my beautiful little Laura, with who I am to
>spend >a weekend alone.  It was to have been Easter weekend
>but due >to her Moms incapacity due to excess alcohol
>consumption, is >now to be next weekend.  This is a
>nightmare of unparalleled >proportions.  This woman is
>totally unprincipled, even by my >lax standards.  Has the
>entire world gone mad, or just me.  >Is this a bad dream
>from which I am about to awaken, or did >this woman really
>just give me carte blanche to sleep with >her daughter.  If
>so why.

If Laura's mother did give you carte blanche to sleep with
Laura, IMHO there are two possible reasons.

1) She's comfortable with the fact her daughter is a sexual
being, trusts her to make safe choices in her sexual life,
and trusts you not to do anything against Laura's consent.
or

2) She's setting a [man] trap for you to fall into, in which
case she should be drawn and quartered for using her daughter
as "bait".

If Laura's mother's comment about "the last one" refers to a
previous boyfriend/partner, it's more likely to be
possibility #1, IMHO.

'Yuri'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Cindy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
> On the other hand, I have to say who of us does not
> love the view of an lg's nude body?  They are the
> most beautiful creations on earth, and I could feast
> my eyes on them without ever getting bored.

I agree with Easy Rider.  I believe the nude lg is the most
*ENCHANTING* sight in the whole world, and

*I* could never take my eyes off one!  *NOTHING* is more
exquisite, enchanting, or pure and innocent as a nude little
girl.

(The person that wrote that first disagreed!  I was
*ASTOUNDED* to see that from a pedophile!)

--

'The Fairy Knight' wrote:
>"Hello," I said.  "I'm Robert Peterson.  I missed your
>little girl today and wondered where she was."  "Oh yes,
>Mr... Peterson, please come in.  Wendy spoke of you so
>much.  I'm afraid I allowed her to bother you.  If she was
>a nuisance, please, accept my apologies."  "Not at
>all-she's a delightful child," I said, suddenly realizing
>that I meant what I had just said.  "Wendy died last week,
>Mr... Peterson.  She had leukemia.  Maybe she didn't tell
>you."  Struck dumb, I groped for a chair.  I had to catch
>my breath.  "She loved this beach; so when she asked to
>come, we couldn't say no.  She seemed so much better here
>and had a lot of what she called happy days.  But the last
> few weeks, she declined rapidly...Her voice faltered,
>"She left something for you... if only I can find it.
>Could you wait a moment while I look?"  I nodded stupidly,
>my mind racing for something, to say to this lovely young
>woman.  She handed me a smeared envelope, with MR... P
>printed in bold childish letters.  Inside was a drawing in
>bright crayon hues-   a yellow beach, a blue sea, and a
>brown bird.  Underneath was carefully printed:   A
>SANDPIPER TO BRING YOU JOY.  Tears welled up in my eyes
>and a heart that had almost forgotten to love opened wide.
>I took Wendy's mother in my arms.  "I'm so sorry, I'm so
>sorry, I'm so sorry," I muttered over and over, and we
>wept  together.  The precious little picture is framed >now
and hangs in my study.  Six words - one for each year >of
her life - that speak to me of harmony, courage, and
>undemanding love.  A gift from a child with sea-blue eyes
>and hair the color of sand - who taught me the gift of
>love.

I must confess, that broke me down into a sobbing mass of
jelly.

IF there is a god, damn him, how can he allow such
atrocities to happen to children???  I would *GLADLY* take
ANY pain and suffering upon myself, so a little child
wouldn't have to bear it!

'Cindy' goes off bawling.  :"(
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Spike' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe commented:
  [ You haven't been reading the press-cuttings on the
    "mandatory reporting" laws, have you Spike ?  ]

Actually, I haven't been reading the press-cuttings roundup,
I know that I should, to keep up with the latest news that
concerns me, but hey I have barely enough time to keep with
the World News much less the pedo news...

--

'Papa Anjo' wrote:

My difficulties to contribute begins with the fact that
English is not my native language, so, since now I apologize
for the grammatical mistakes.

After reading your posts, you wouldn't think
it... you did a wonderful job on your post...

>I live in the coast of Brazil, very far from most of yours,
>as I suppose there is nobody out Europe or North America
>here.  Is that right?

As Ianthe commented there are a lot of people all over the
world on the list, I think mostly the usuals that frequent
the postings, are from Europe and the US, for whatever
reasons...

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>Spike.... You jammy [lucky] B****!, How old are Megan and
>Kristy?

Megan is 7 almost 8 now, she is getting into the
"Goddess"-like state of little girl-dom in my opinion... and
Kristy is 10 and she is beautiful, as any lg should be..

This was written by someone 2 or 3 weeks ago, and I did
comment on it, but Ianthe says that it disappeared so I will
comment on it again:

>Maybe it's just me, but the idea of a vindictive > entity
>who throws his failed creations into > everlasting torment
>for little reason really really > bothers me.  That's one of
>the big things > that's making me explore the Pagan and
>Wiccan > religions.  Death is supposed to be a part of life,
> it shouldn't be something to be afraid of 'in case
>something nasty happens'.

You see, the thing is that God does not "throw people in
hell"... in the scriptures I read he only "throws" 4 things
into hell... and that's Satan, 1/3 of the Angels who followed
him, the Antichrist, and the False Prophet... anyone else
besides these willingly walk into the hellfire because of
their own sin

What I get from the scriptures, is that God provides fallen
man a way out (John 3:16-17) (Hebrews 10:9-10) and that's
believing that Jesus Christ died on the cross, was buried,
and risen again, that's it... nothing else can save us.  We
can't do anything to get or maintain our salvation.  Of
course, with this there are questions in my mind that regard
me having a "sexual relationship" with a lg/gw doesn't
matter what the age I am sinning against God... of course all
I have to do is ask God to forgive me, and he will but I'm
not sure if I really mean what I say, so it could be one day
that I stand before my Creator and He looks at me and says
"Remember when you asked for forgiveness?"  and I am going
to say "Yes" and He will say "Well, in your heart you didn't
mean it, so I couldn't forgive you, depart from me" and
that's when I'll be walking into hellfire all by lonesome,
on my own volition of committing sin before God.  I say all
of this in love, please don't think that I am
bashing/preaching at you, take what I say with a grain of
salt, meditate on it and read the scriptures for yourself.
It's all there, black and white, I have a heavy heart for
myself and other people..

I experienced something this week that really tore me up and
surprised me at the same time.  Don't worry, everything is OK
on the home front and beyond, but my dad called me the other
day and asked me if I heard the news.  I asked him what news
and he proceeded to tell me about his nephew... my
cousin... was caught with two 10 yr-old lg's in his jacuzzi all
naked and having sex, by his wife!

Apparently he thought his wife was gone for the weekend, as
I hear the story, and he invited 2 lg's over on Saturday "to
play" in the house.  Apparently, the wife was to come home
on Saturday, and he thought it was Sunday, so imagine the
wife's surprise as she enters the house, goes upstairs into
the hallway, and in the inset of the house, there is her
husband with two 10 yr old lg naked. I hear [it could just be
rumor] that he was in the middle of an orgasm as she walked in.

I had to pretend that it was disgusting, it didn't take much
acting on my part to be surprised though.  Jimmy, as I
remember him, was a quiet man and I certainly would've never
thought of him as one of us.  I wished I had known, I
believe we would have been best of friends :) but what
really tore me up was that I had to pretend that it was
sick, disgusting, and very bad for what he did, all the
while, I was having the image of what he had just told me in
my head and I was getting a major woody... I'm not the one
to pretend, but for this particular thing, in my situation I
have got to be careful.

Meanwhile, playing the hypocrite, I am still very much
involved in my relationships with Megan and Kristy.  Kristy
is starting to develop breasts!  I noticed this other day as
we were laying on the couch and she was wearing a halter top
and underwear (her mom wasn't home) and the halter top was
very loose, and the way she was laying I could see right
down into her halter top and that's when I noticed it, a
little mound mostly just a nipple but it was sticking out
profoundly.  Of course, I have seen her naked before, but I
don't recall her having this type of development before.  I
slowly reached down into her halter top and slowly rubbed
one of her nipples, she positioned herself so that I could a
better feel, and she laid there as I caressed and fondled
her.

This week was spring break where I live, and Megan was home
all day this week, which left me tired in the evenings, but
very much worth it.  I get some sleep when her father gets
home, so it's cool...

I met yet another girl this week that could be a
possibility.  13 yr old Heather is a lovely girl.  I was at
church Friday night with the youth class raising some money
for the youth group, where we all were working
diligently... and this girl kept smiling at me.  I went over
to talk to her, and it ended up that we spent most of the
time together.  I found that she has chronic back problems,
in so much that she has to wear a back brace.  I met her
parents when they came by to pick her up, and they told me
that she hasn't got any friends to talk to.  I could tell,
she just kept talking to me, and I was more than willing to
listen.  Saturday she was back at the church, to help again
with our project and again we talked.  She was the only
child, and she felt so lonely, and she wouldn't like
anything any better than for someone to come over and talk
with her.  After the project was complete she called home to
tell her parents to come and pick her up.  No answer, and
she said that probably they were outside cleaning the pool.
So I offered to take her home.  She called back and left a
message on the machine that someone from the church was
taking her home and not to come and pick her up.  It was a
lovely ride home, and it turns out that her folks are very
well off.  I could have guessed from the $40,000 car
they were driving, but you know some people... $40,000 car,
and a $35,000 house... but they have a $200,000 house and a
another car... a $30,000 big car.  We had a good time, I helped
out cleaning their pool, and they told me that they figured
I would be the one to carry her home, as I found her
interesting the night before.  They said that she couldn't
stop talking about me.  When she returned from changing
clothes, they clammed up and allowed us to have some time
together and talk.  We just helped out cleaning the pool,
and then I left, but not before them inviting me over for
lunch the next day after church.  The next day I came to
church, she met me at the door, and escorted me to a pew
where her parents were and I sat on the same pew as she.  I
went over to her house and had lunch there, and I had very
good afternoon with her.  It was hard for me to leave but
alas I did.  After the phone call from my dad, I got a phone
call from Heather, and we talked for about 30 mins virtually
about nothing but it was everything to her.  Hopefully we'll
get more time together, and her parents all for it!

'Spike'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Kirillov' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Albert Ross' wrote:
> It seems to me that there should be
>two documentaries.  the > stock one would, I should think,
>comprise an attempt to > debunk the dirty old man in a
>grubby raincoat image, and be > intended for the mature
>(read ignorant) half of society - > some sort of "we're not
>what you think" kind of thing.  > >

Ianthe commented:
>[ The best way to
>debunk a stereotype is to push it to >     the extremes, so
>that it breaks into ludicrous-ness.  >     A parody of the
>"anti-pedophile warning" films of the >     type shown in
>schools might be appropriate?  ]

In fact, my idea for the beginning of the film is quite
similar to this.  Here's a very rough sketch: shot of a
school at dismissal time with kids leaving title card -
"Many years ago, a great pestilence walked the land and the
Internet" a long human shadow approaches the school,
proceeded by a man in an overcoat (seen from the back) title
card - "It preyed on the innocent children" Then this might
go on for a bit.  The whole sequence is shot in black and
white and generally has the look of an old silent horror
movie, the kind that surely terrified audiences in the early
20th century, but now only makes contemporary audiences
chuckle ("I can't believe people used to think this was
_scary_!").  However, all the surroundings and people are
completely modern.  Maybe the man's face is shown, pale and
monstrous (and obviously a make-up job) and so on... possibly
including something with the man sitting at a computer,
chatting with his unsuspecting pretties.  Eventually, a little
girl's voice - "Hey, waaait!  This isn't scary" At this
point the camera pulls back and reveals that the movie is
actually just being projected on a screen.  The shot (now in
color), is of a psychiatrist type showing the movie to the
little girl girl to psychiatrist: "You made this up!"

Even though I thought this up as an introduction, it could
be expanded and become a short film in itself.

Unfortunately, I don't have any screen-writing experience...
Does anyone have any ideas of how to flesh this out?

There is one movie which I _highly_ recommend and which
might provide some general ideas; it has influenced me at
least.  The title is "Of Freaks and Men", director - Alexei
Balabanov.  It has an entry on imdb [
http://us.imdb.com/Details?0156849 ], but it might be hard
or impossible to find, depending on where you live.

'Kirillov'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Humbert II, A New one' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hey everyone, sorry for not writing sooner.  I've been
reading the postings and I have been moved, touched,
shocked, and worried.  I've wanted to give advice, warnings,
cautions and support.  But I've been so busy and in such an
awkward place in my life that I could not get the
exclusively private time necessary to correspond with the
list.

If anyone recalls my recent postings relating the
experiences of an individual I have come to know almost as
well as I know myself, you'll remember he has experienced
some greatly trying times as a LGL recently.  Here is a
recent chronicle of his experiences.  My comments will
follow.  I thought I should share.

--

Anon.

I was recently corresponding with a young woman I met on an
online board oriented toward establishing dialog and
understanding between GLs and normals.  She claims that as a
LG she wanted to be a loved LG, that she sought this kind of
affection and could not find it, that she was clear,
coherent and understanding of what she was seeking.  She is
a strong female voice of LGL advocacy.

In our correspondence, she asked me to relate any
experiences I have had.  I told her that there have only
been two of any significant impact, or seriousness, one of
which, those who read this board are already aware.

I had forgotten one important individual, possibly because
she was no longer a LG, (hardly still a LG at the very
beginning of our exposure to one another,) possibly because
it was a relationship I had somewhat consciously abandoned.
Interestingly, like the LG who has caused me so much recent
agony and misery, this girl was also a young relative of my
significant other.  Perhaps even more interesting, they have
jealously vied for my attention at family gatherings at the
past.  I'll call this LG Shelby, for the sake of clarity.

The first time I met Shelby was at a family reunion.  I
noticed that she was stealing drinks from the tables of the
adults, and she saw that I had caught her.  Shelby was
almost 14 years old at this time.  Actually, I should back
up.  I had noticed her much earlier, wearing a tight small
dress and nylons, her hair done up, a breath-taking vision
of beauty at the peak of full bloom.  I think the analogy of
the life cycle of a flower in bloom is not lost here,
although many readers of this board might prefer a vase of
buds not yet opened.  This flower was perhaps not fully
unfurled, but near that point at any rate.

Afterwards, at the family event that followed, I sat aside
with a group of younger people in the family as we smoked
and chatted.  Throughout the day I found Shelby in
convenient positions of a revealing nature.  At one point, I
felt that Shelby had caught me stealing glances, and
actually acknowledged my glances and me, not embarrassed or
shocked our outraged, but simply acknowledged.

As I mention above, I had later caught her stealing
alcoholic beverages from the adults, and knew that she was
aware that I had seen her in this act.  I ignored her
actions, being of a "Boys will be Boys and Girls will be
Girls" mentality, and not feeling that it was my position to
act as any sort of authority figure with this young lady.

We chatted off and on throughout the day; I received more
opportunities to steal glances at sights that I think were
freely given away.  Near the end of the evening, I realized
that the girl was incredibly inebriated.  I was fairly
bombed, myself.  Realizing that Shelby had drunk far too
much for her age, size and experience and that she would
soon be caught, I decided my only option was to assist her
in walking it off.  I figured that by wasting a good deal of
time without access to drinks, along with some physical
exercise, she might sober up enough to be presentable.
Although I cannot deny who I am or where my mind wandered
during this excursion, I was a perfect gentleman and despite
my baser instincts did not take any advantage of this LG's
situation.  My attempts to assist her in landing on her feet
were in vain; she was far too drunk for her own good.  But I
made my best effort, and did it with reserve that I am proud
of.

After this event, Shelby always sought me out at family
gatherings.  I must admit, I was often eager to be sought
out.  Unfortunately, the family seemed to grow ever
concerned with the nature of our relationship.  I received
subtle indication that Shelby was a fragile girl, unstable,
damaged goods.  These started out as well intentioned
warnings that seemed to imply that while I had the best of
intentions, this girl might be deceptively dangerous.
Presently they turned into more sinister implications, that
perhaps my continued relationship with this girl indicated
things about my nature, as well.  It was all very subtle in
a sense, but very clear in another.  Additionally, it seemed
to breed a feeling of cat-fight like competition among a
significant number of the females at these gatherings.  The
girl's mother, my significant other, her little sister, all
seemed to have their backs arched, hair on end and hissing
at this girl, at myself, and at each other.  Many of the men
were sniffing around as well, also making me uneasy.  There
was always a huge amount of tension in the air during this
time.  I suppose I have always considered myself to have a
terrible amount of sexual energy.  I am not in any way
outstandingly handsome or charming or witty.  But I attract
a vast range of people of both sexes and all persuasions and
ages and always have.  I may just be terribly vain.  In this
case, the situation became very critical in a short time
period.  At least, this was my perception.

I also came to realize that Shelby WAS damaged, was fragile.
She was seeking something.  Our relationship became awkward
and uneasy in the general atmosphere surrounding us.  She
still sought me out, but I often tried to avoid her, and
openly let her know that I preferred other people present
when we met.  At one point, when Shelby was in her late
adolescence I finally confronted her.  I asked her what she
wanted from me.  She responded, "I don't want to fuck you".
This left me speechless.  She was always blunt and direct.
This was not really what I had meant by my question.  I
wanted to find out what she wanted me to bring to our
relationship.  Perhaps she was telling me.  I think she
wanted to be valuable, desired, to be cared for, to have her
worth affirmed.  I think that she knew far too young that
sex was not a substitute for those things, or even an
indication that they existed.  I think she also understood
at far too young an age that many men don't understand this
and that she thus assumed this about me, as well.  I was so
stunned at her response that I didn't try to comprehend it,
didn't pursue it.  Just let it hang there, awkwardly, like
an admission of guilt.  As if she had cut right to the heart
of the matter, there it was on the table, and what to do
with it now?  Our conversation moved off onto other topics,
easily, gracefully, and we just swept that part of it under
the rug and forgot about it.  That was part of the charm of
our relationship.  I asked a question, she responded.  I
didn't know how to deal with it, and so we moved on without
any serious thought about it.

I saw her several times after this.  Each time I made token
efforts to be unavailable, she sought me out and cornered
me, and had discussions and conversations.  She was growing
up, of course, and seemed to be progressively moving forward
with minor setbacks here and there.  The last time we
talked, I was surprised to find that Shelby appeared well on
her way to becoming a normal, functioning, fairly well
adjusted adult.  Adults still sniffed around, but things
seemed better all around.  The tension seemed diminished.
Of course, as you know, other issues were at the forefront
of my mind during the recent past.  But I felt that things
had become less critical, less explosive.  Not only in our
relationship, but in her life as well.

I found out yesterday evening that Shelby took her life
sometime late last week.

I am Jack's sense of failure, of guilt, of loss.  I am
Jack's blind, unthinking rage at society for causing this.

I am a pedophile, a monster, a stalker, and a predator.  I
am a danger to all young girls, short, tall, small, large,
pretty, ugly, thin or fat.  I have erotic responses to
unreasonably young (in the eyes of society as a whole)
girls.  I am therefore obviously "prone" to abducting, raping
and murdering them and in all likelihood worse things than
these that civilized members of society could not even begin
to fathom.

Because I am a pedophile, and society is clear on the fact
that this implies all of these other things, I could not
allow myself to be close enough to Shelby.  This may be but
a grain of sand in the beach of misery that was Shelby's
life, but it contributed, none-the-less.  In retrospect, the
one thing I think she truly wanted from me, the thing she so
cleverly implied without saying directly, was the one thing
I absolutely could not give her.  Not because of my
inability to do so, but instead, because society prohibited
it.  To save her I would have certainly sacrificed myself.
Yet society would say that even giving the benefit of the
doubt to my best intentions, those intentions realized as
actions would have merely damaged her more and accelerated
this eventual outcome.  Better she should take her own life
unmolested than to have also had suffered the indignity of
any display of desire or affection a depraved pervert like
myself might have visited on her.

Despite these rationalizations that society unintentionally
grants to me ("Don't think this lets you off the hook for
your dirty thoughts for one minute, you sicko!") I still
feel a personal sense of responsibility, of failure.  If
pedophiles are the benevolent lovers of children we maintain
that they are among groups such as these, I should have
found myself powerless not to grant this girl what she
sought, despite the consequences I might have (would surely
have) suffered myself.  I did not.  Why?  Out of concern for
what damage this might have caused her, or out of concern
for my own well being?  I cannot find the answer to this
inside me, regardless of how hard I try.

I remain beaten down by life and society, crushed in the
despair that is life, faithful that there is no chance of
salvation for any one of us, or the girls we love.  Either
we reject them when they come to us, or we accept them and
send them to the same ultimate fate.  Our very existence a
threat to that which we claim to hold most dear, whether we
act or not.

Thanks for being here for me in these times, everyone.

I don't want this to be seen as me advocating escalated
relationships with LGs.  The point of this is not that the
author above should have put his dick into Shelby and that
this would have made her all better and alive today.  I
guess it is clear above that even Shelby knew this wasn't
the answer.  To me, this author is an example of how we are
in a no-win situation.  We damage them if we show our love,
as his earlier correspondence related, we damage them if we
deny our love.  They KNOW, they somehow sense who and what
we are, and seek us out.  If we give in to them, this
invariably causes them harm.  If we reject them, this may do
more harm still.  We are NOT child molesters.  I do not
believe we seek out victims.  I believe we somehow attract
those LGs who are seeking us.

On the other hand, I do feel the sense of rage and anger
that the author expresses above.

The worst thing is that everything above is what the media
would use as an example of how we DO seek those that are
easily victimized.  That it is obvious that the girl above
was severely troubled, and that this is how the author ended
up involved in the situation.  But my question remains - How
was the solution that normalized society provided this girl
better than that which the author would have provided, given
the opportunity?  If their way is the RIGHT way, why is this
beautiful young creature dead by her own hand?  HOW IN THE
FU*K IS THIS THE PREFERABLE SOLUTION?  I think it is fairly
clear that the other alternative only does more damage
because society SAYS IT WILL do more damage.  If not for
that, I think it quite possibly has the potential to be
tremendously beneficial in situations like this.  If society
could only understand the difference between someone
physically showing loving desire and affection and someone
performing acts of abuse and violence, it just seems to me
that there are some LGs (and I suppose, LBs as well), who
apparently NEED this in their life.  Denied this, the
alternatives they find are almost always unpalatable.

God, sometimes how I wish some third-world fanatic theocracy
would set off a big bomb and trigger the end for us all, stop
all of our suffering and misery and ignorance in one bright
flash.

As the author states above, it is worth repeating here.
Thanks for being here for us in these times, everyone.

'Humbert II, A New one'
-------------------------------------------------------------
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     [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


UK: _Sex offenders' jail regime is too harsh, says inspector_
UK: _Home Secretary's brother arrested_
USA: _Article Disrupts Legal Process in FBI Sting Trials_
USA: _Editorial: Good intentions, bad law_
Canada: _Dr. Laura "abusively discriminated" against minorities_
Australia: _Internet crime database on Attorney-General's agenda_
Australia: _Sex lobby to expose priests and MPs_

Security: _Yahoo! user sues over threat to anonymity_
Security: _Internet Explorer cookies leave you naked_
Security: _Netscape's disappearing privacy code_
Security: _'Sadly inadequate' RIP bill is slammed by MPs_

Research: _Research kills off the 'wicked step-mother' archetype_

Culture: _An unlikely old pals' act - Giacometti and Balthus_
Movie news: New Olsen twins video feature released.





UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

12th May 2000

_Sex offenders' jail regime is too harsh, says inspector_

Prisoners at a Somerset jail are to have more freedom
after Sir David Ramsbotham, the Chief Inspector of
Prisons, said internal security at the category C Shepton
Mallet prison must be reduced to make life more bearable
for convicts, mostly sex offenders.

Sir David's recommendations, including the removal of
fences and gates to increase prisoners' freedom of
movement, follows his visit in January.

---------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

11th May 2000

The brother of Home Secretary Jack Straw, has been
charged with assault on a 16 year old girl. William
Straw, 46, was arrested by police in his home town
of Nottingham.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Article Disrupts Legal Process in FBI Sting Trials_

May 8th 2000

A lengthy magazine article about FBI Internet 'stings'
on alleged sexual predators, written by an FBI employee,
may have tainted potential jurors for two pending trials
in Utah's federal court and has altered the opening of
today's trial of Thomas P.

In the article FBI employee Darleen Thompson discussed
three recent Utah sting cases, including P's and that
of Brent B, a former pediatrician whose case also is
pending before a federal judge.

P, 40, flew to Utah from Washington, D.C. last May, after
a typical FBI 'sting' operation in which he was led to
believe he would meet a 12-year-old girl. The girl was
actually a former Logan police officer who has previously
worked as a confidential informant for law enforcement in
other child pornography cases.

The article was written despite a federal police policy
of limited public disclosure during ongoing investigations
and a long-standing tradition of tight lips at the FBI. It
was included in this spring's Family Matters magazine, an
easily-found glossy periodical produced by Simmons Media
Group and Smith's Food & Drug stores with the support of
Utah Gov. Mike Leavitt's office.

"We take no responsibility for the editorial content --
presumably, the government agency had checked the accuracy
and the proprietary nature of it," said Craig Hanson,
president of Simmons Radio and KSFI's FM100, a co-sponsor
of the magazine. "Unfortunately, there may have been some
information in that one article that was either inaccurate
or inappropriate or whatever."

The FBI declined comment on the publication and said
the matter is under internal review. Several agents,
though, said the article raised hackles among FBI brass in
Salt Lake City. Thompson, while employed by the FBI, is not
a sworn officer.

Thompson uses an arguably damning transition in the article,
shifting from speaking generally about Internet sexual
predators into a discussion of the exploits of the two
unconvicted men, without noting her descriptions are
unproven allegations. Readers who notice Thompson is listed
as an FBI employee presumably give her accounts high
regard.

In April, 70,000 copies of the article were produced
and scheduled for distribution to hundreds of Smith's
stores. In March, advertisers who bought space in the
magazine were readying for a publicity windfall and Smith's
was waiting to reap goodwill from what they consider a
public service.

Assistant U.S. Attorney Elizabethanne Stevens suggested
that questions be asked during jury selection to weed out
potential jurors who had read the story and "who believed
their opinion would be colored by what they read".

U.S. Attorney for Utah Paul Warner declined comment on
the article, citing P's and B's pending trials.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA: editorial: Ohio:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Editorial: Good intentions, bad law_

May 8th 2000

Parents have reason to be concerned about the backgrounds
of the adults who supervise their children, so it makes
sense for teachers and day-care providers, for example,
to submit to criminal background checks in their fields.

But a bill quickly winding its way through the Legislature
that would greatly broaden the scope of such background
searches to include Little League coaches and troop leaders
could make bad law.

Besides overwhelming the Ohio Bureau of Criminal
Identification and Investigation with the sheer volume of
added requests, the crime-check bill would be a gross
invasion of privacy and a good way to discourage good
people from volunteering for coaching and other
recreational activities that benefit neighborhood youth.

The legislation would allow any parent to order criminal
background checks on any adult employee or volunteer who
provides "care, treatment, education, training,
instruction, supervision, or recreation" for minors.

That may sound like a prudent measure to safeguard
children from potential threats to their well-being until
one factors in the human element that's more vice than
virtue. Unfortunately, it is not unusual for some parents
to take coaching decisions that adversely affect their
children personally. They rail against the coaches and
their assistants and any other adult within earshot, who
would dare question the athletic prowess of their little
darlings.

It is not unthinkable that an enraged parent would try to
retaliate against a child's coach by singling him out for
a criminal background check. The public stigma of being
fingered for criminal investigation can fatally sully an
adult's otherwise stellar standing in a community where
local gossip-mongering can destroy reputations.

The odds of uncovering a renowned pedophile through
random, indiscriminate criminal background checks are too
high to trample on the privacy rights of thousands of
law-abiding adults who generously give of their free time
to mentor and coach kids.

In this case, good intentions will make bad law.

---------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
---------------------------------------------------------

12th May 2000

_Dr. Laura "abusively discriminated" against minorities,
rules industry watchdog._

Laura Schlessinger's radio show abusively
discriminated against sexual minorities and violated
Canadian broadcast standards, the Canadian Broadcast
Standards Council ruled yesterday.

Radio host Laura Schlessinger's unremitting criticisms
of sexual minorities have drawn listener complaints in
Canada, where commercial broadcasters have their own
council to monitor the airwaves.

Schlessinger's show, on which she is known as "Dr.
Laura," is heard on Montreal's CJAD, Toronto's CFYI and
Vancouver's CFUN. All Canadian stations carrying her
program must air the Council's lengthy decision in
full during prime-time.

Specifically, the Council found Schlessinger violated
the human rights provision of the Canadian Association
of Broadcasters' code of ethics.  The Council said
Schlessinger's "consistent characterization of the sexual
behaviour of gays and lesbians as 'abnormal,' 'aberrant,'
'deviant,' 'disordered,' 'dysfunctional,' 'an error'
or the like constituted abusive discriminatory of persons
on the basis of their sexual orientation." It also ruled
that her statements on paedophilia are also abusively
discriminatory.

"To use such brutal language as she does about such an
essential characteristic flies in the face of Canadian
provisions relating to human rights," the council
decision said.

It noted Schlessinger lacked a medical degree to practice
psychiatry or psychology, and said her views "were more
than a quarter of a century out of date in the opinion of
the professional psychiatric and psychological
associations."

The council is an independent, not-for-profit organization
established by the Canadian Association of Broadcasters.

Schlessinger was not available for reaction to the board
ruling.

---------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

12th May 2000

_Internet crime database on Attorney-General's agenda_

A controversial commercial Internet database listing the
names and details of paedophiles is to come under
scrutiny from state and federal attorneys-general at
their next meeting.

The move comes after complaints from civil libertarians
and even victims' groups, who fear vigilantes and
aggrieved parents may try to take the law into their
own hands.

A spokeswoman for federal Attorney-General Daryl
Williams says Mr Williams and Justice Minister Amanda
Vanstone are very concerned about the CrimeNet database.

She says they've put it on the agenda for the next
standing committee meeting in July.

She says the ministers are worried the database might
corrupt the justice process by allowing jurors to look
up the prior convictions of an accused, causing trials
to be aborted.

And she says Crimenet could lead to confusion about the
identification of individuals and may result in defamation
claims.

The Australian Council for Civil Liberties has called the
venture disgraceful, saying it will only encourage
vigilante activity.

The privately run commercial national database is in the
form of a Web site which lists the names of convicted
paedophiles and people "wanted by police".

Users can search the database for free, but are charged
$AU 6 to access a file on a particular person or incident
and $AU 2 for each subsequent piece of information.

---------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Sex lobby to expose priests and MPs_

9th May 2000

A sex industry lobby group, the Eros Foundation, is
preparing to expose the private lives of priests and
politicians who seek to tighten constraints on pornography,
it was reported last night.

Eros Foundation spokesman Robbie Swan said restrictions on
the sex industry had gone too far and that it was time to
hit back at the politicians and churches wanting to control
it.

He told The Age last night that the Eros Foundation had
Australia's second-largest mailing list at 1.1 million and
was planning to use it to urge members to vote against
politicians seeking to control the industry.

It was reported on Four Corners that the foundation would
name those politicians having secret affairs, visiting
brothels, using adult products, or whose office addresses
show up in Web site logs.

"Our members have had it up to the eyeballs, and they've
said enough's enough, and they're saying that it's time
that the sex industry fought back," Mr Swan said. "I mean,
if a member of parliament had something to hide, if he's
had an illicit affair or, you know, whatever, if he visits
sex workers but then turns around and wants to ban
brothels, I think the public have got a right to know about
that."

Watch on Censorship spokesman David Marr told the program:
"I think it is very useful for organisations like Eros to
remind the politicians how many people in Australia, for
instance, subscribe to and purchase porn videos".

Swan also said a book documenting 450 court cases of
paedophilia by priests was being printed in Western
Australia for distribution to politicians and churches.

Half a million copies of the book, naming 200 priests
and other church officials, were being printed, it was
reported on the ABC current affairs program Four Corners
last night.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA: security:
---------------------------------------------------------

11th May 2000

_Yahoo! user sues over threat to anonymity_

A user of Yahoo! financial message boards has filed suit
in federal court against the company over its policy of
turning over identifying data to third parties.

Companies have subpoenaed message board sites like
Yahoo! in attempts to find out the identities of users
who post information critical of their firms.

The suit against Yahoo! claims that the company has
divulged this information without notifying the user.

---------------------------------------------------------



Security:
---------------------------------------------------------

12th May 2000

_Internet Explorer cookies leave you naked_

Anyone who uses cookies for authentication or to store data
like passwords could have that information exposed by
Internet Explorer and intercepted by a malicious Web site,
Peacefire [ http://www.peacefire.org ] reports.

Using a specially constructed URL, a third-party Web site
can read Internet Explorer cookies from any domain,
enabling the operator of a hostile Web site to break into
a visitor's web-based email account; visit Amazon.com
impersonating that user and access their real name, e-mail
address and list of 'recommended titles'; grab an MP3.com
user's e-mail address, and so on, Peacefire contributors
Bennett Haselton and Jamie McCarthy say.

All versions of IE for Windows are affected, but versions
for Unix and Mac are not, nor is Netscape, the article
says. Users of IE for Windows are urged to disable
JavaScript until Microsoft's IE development team send out
a proper fix.

The Peacefire site includes a demonstration which will
display cookie data for other domains to which you're
logged in another browser window.

---------------------------------------------------------



Security:
---------------------------------------------------------

11th May 2000

_Netscape's disappearing privacy code_

Netscape has allegedly removed privacy features from
the Netscape Communicator browser under pressure from
parent company AOL.

The privacy code -- which blocks banner adverts and
user-tracking cookies -- is still included in beta
builds, but has been publicly disabled. It can still
be enabled if the user edits the user preference "ini"
file that Communicator reads at start-up.

Netscape's Steve Morse is reported as suggesting the
privacy feature had been removed by management edict,
but he now denies this.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK: security:
---------------------------------------------------------

9th May 2000

 'Sadly inadequate' RIP bill is slammed by MPs 'a
 ridiculous effort and a shame on Britain's long standing
 human rights record'

The much maligned RIP (Regulation of Investigatory Powers)
Bill, or 'snooping bill' as it is better known, completed
its third and final reading in the House of Commons Monday
despite a last ditch attack from opposition MPs.

The Bill will enable mass tapping of email and give law
enforcers access to the 'keys' needed to decode encrypted
email messages. Under the Bill's recommendations, if an
individual fails to surrender that key -- even if it is
lost or forgotten -- the individual will be assumed to
be guilty and a jail sentence could follow. The
police would be given rights to demand proof that such
keys are unobtainable. An individual would be forbidden
from telling anyone they had been asked to hand over the
key, making obtaining legal advice almost impossible.
RIP powers are usable even by low level officials such as
trading standards officers.

In a heated exchange, Tory and Liberals struck out at the
human rights implications, as well as the workability and
potential cost of the RIP Bill in the House. Liberals
branded the Bill "a ridiculous effort and a shame on
Britain's long standing human rights record."

Amid the harsh language and burgeoning calls to have the
Bill amended, critics maintained that the Bill is legally
unworkable.

They also charge that the old adage, 'innocent until
proven guilty' will mean nothing in Britain if the Bill
goes through. Director of the Foundation for Information
Policy Research (FIPR) Caspar Bowden is scathing: "The Home
Office keeps parroting that this Bill bolsters human
rights, but won't publish its legal advice which it says
proves the bill is compliant with the European convention."

As well as concerns over human rights issues, it has also
been suggested by government consultants that implementing
the RIP Bill's tapping provisions will cost ISPs an
estimated 30 million UK pounds in the first year.

Bowden adds that the bill could be disastrous for Britain
financially. "The Home Office has put the British e-economy
into a nose drive and we're now half way to impact," he
says. "Either we can go down the path of trying to set up
total surveillance apparatus or we accept that changes in
technology have fundamentally limited the ability of
governments to do this."

Keith Mitchell, who runs the London Internet Exchange said
"I think there are going to be significant burdens on ISPs
in terms of using our skilled engineers as moonlighting
government spooks." Mitchell believes that current proposals
requiring the government to be given access to data will
cost large ISPs at least 250,000 UK pounds a year. He said
that cost has to be passed to consumers, making internet
access and mobile phone WAP access more expensive.

An industry think tank told the BBC that such costs could
drive businesses out of Britain: "There is a risk that
e-commerce could be damaged - it would be very easy for all
kinds of e-business to migrate to Ireland".

There are also fears among the intelligence services that
RIP interceptions could be used as a means to fraud and
corruption, given the active infiltration of the higher
ranks of the police by organised crime. The National Crime
Squad this week removed 52 officers from its elite force
amid allegations of corruption and planting evidence.
The NCS was created in an attempt to break away from the
discredited system of regional crime squads, with customs
officers openly referring to the corruption-plagued South
East Regional Crime Squad 'as the best police force money
can buy'.

The intelligence agencies' "nightmare scenario" is that
a corrupt official or police officer would demand the
master banking encryption keys and access codes of a major
City financial institution. Under RIP, the person dealing
with a corrupt official would be forbidden to tell anyone
else that a request had been received or that keys had
been handed over. The keys would then be passed to
criminal partners and an attack mounted against the bank's
transaction systems.

It is now up to the House of Lords to decide whether the
RIP Bill becomes law.

---------------------------------------------------------




Science:
---------------------------------------------------------

13th May 2000

_Research kills off the 'wicked step-mother' archetype_

STEP-PARENTS are no more likely than biological parents
to harm or murder their children, according to Swedish
researchers.

This contradicts Canadian findings from over a decade ago,
which indicated that having a step-parent is the single
greatest risk factor for being maltreated as a child.
The findings were promoted by social workers as proof
that having a step-parent in a family was the major
indicator of likely abuse.

In 1988, psychologists Margo Wilson and Martin Daly at
McMaster University in Hamilton, Ontario, published
a paper showing that young children living with at
least one non-biological parent were 70 times as likely to
be killed as children living with both their biological
parents. Wilson and Daly's small study looked at 147
children who were murdered in Canada between 1974 and 1983
and concluded that evolutionary biology was at work:
parents don't squander resources on children who are not
their genetic offspring.

Now Magnus Enquist and his colleagues at Stockholm
University dispute those findings. They looked at 139
Swedish children killed by a parent figure between 1975 and
1995. The researchers broke the families into four groups:
those raised by two biological parents, a single biological
parent, a biological parent and a non-biological parent,
and two non-biological parents.

They found that in families with two parents there was no
difference in the risk of children being killed, regardless
of whether they were biologically related. "We were a bit
suspicious of Daly and Wilson's conclusions, in particular
their sharp effect," says Enquist. "But the fact that we
couldn't find anything was also a surprise." Folklore is
filled with stories of evil step-parents, he points out.

Living with only one parent, however, did represent a
danger. Children raised by a single biological parent were
at four times the risk of dying in family-related violence
as children of two parents. But many of the single parents
who killed their child also had psychiatric problems or
abused drugs, Enquist found.

In three of seven cases where the victim had one biological
and one non-biological parent, the genetic parent had
committed the murder. Overall, the researchers say,
non-genetic parents were not over-represented as offenders.

Non-genetic offenders account for 29 per cent of child
homicides in Canada and only 7 per cent in Sweden--despite
the fact that the proportion of children living with
step-parents is four times as high in Sweden as in Canada.
Sweden's long history of legal abortion and low rate of
unwanted pregnancy may explain some of the difference, but
Enquist says the apparent disparity between the two
countries is so enormous it must be further investigated.

_Further reading:_

Proceedings of the Royal Society B (vol 267, p 943)

---------------------------------------------------------



Culture:
---------------------------------------------------------

May 10th 2000

_An unlikely old pals' act - Giacometti and Balthus_

I have a greater need for a chateau than a peasant has
for a loaf of bread," Balthus once declared to his friend
Alberto Giacometti. The statement was to become a bit of a
*bon mot*, intended, like so many of the things Balthus
said, to tease and shock. But it was also meant.

Balthus may have made his name as a painter of prepubescent
Lolitas, lounging insouciantly, panties on show, yet
admiration for his art was not enough. He craved the
respect he thought due to an aristocratic elite and,
though born plain Balthazar Klossowski to Polish parents,
as soon as he attained financial success with his art he
began to live out his fantasies of grandeur as a
self-styled count.

His friend Giacometti, some eight years older, ridiculed
such pretension. Their outlooks could scarcely have been
more contrasting. "I want to live in such a way that if I
became destitute tomorrow it would change nothing for me,"
the Swiss sculptor said. And yet, for some 30 years after
the disparate pair first met, they were to maintain a
combative, but ambivalent, relationship.

"One of the strangest friendships in the world of modern
art" it was called by their acquaintance, James Thrall
Soby. In his memoirs (unpublished, but quoted in Nicholas
Fox Weber's impressive new biography *Balthus*), Soby
describes how the pair "jabbered like magpies, fought,
embraced, quarrelled again and always ended in some curious
affinity of spirit".

This unlikely friendship is at the heart of the exhibition
*L'amitie, la seule patrie*, currently showing at the
European Academy for the Arts in London. It is a
relationship which merits examination through the work.

Balthus's sun-buttered temptresses may appear quite other
from Giacometti's skeletal stalkers, but these two artists
shared more than the view that art was a struggle in which
ultimate success could only ever be elusive.

Balthus was to have an important influence on the older man
whom he, in turn, came to admire so much, for, living in
Paris towards the end of the 1920s, Giacometti had become
caught up with Surrealism. Who knows what path his work
might have followed had he not been so taken by a Balthus
show at the Galerie Pierre, had the younger man's mastery
of draughtsmanship not reawakened his interest in
representation? "Everything I've done until now has been no
more than masturbation," Giacometti huffed to a critical
Andre Breton, before stalking out of Surrealist circles
forever.

This opposition to contemporary tastes cemented his
friendship with Balthus - a friendship which was resumed
with undiminished enthusiasm after the hiatus of the Second
World War. The intense and impoverished Swiss might often
have been seen skirmishing across a table in some Left Bank
drinking den with his ambitious younger friend, at this
time probably wearing tweed jacket and plaid tie as a mark
of a claimed, but bogus, Scottish ancestry.

Though opposites in terms of temperament, artistically the
two shared a similar commitment to old traditions. Some
would argue that Balthus harked back to an old-masterly
style largely for its own sake. Giacometti appears to have
returned to the past as a way of seeking a path towards the
future. Whatever, the two artists both became among the
most recognised and feted of the 20th century.

Both of them sought for and found a way of reinventing the
human figure, Weber suggests: Giacometti by elongating it,
Balthus by altering the proportions, so that the highly
distinctive beings that they created seem possessed by some
odd otherworldly power.

Perhaps it is this which endows the work of each with an
aura of loneliness, of isolation, an isolation
which reflects the essentially solitary nature of their
creators. And perhaps it was this which in the end led to
the dwindling of the friendship. Or maybe more material
disagreements came to matter too much. Certainly as
Balthus's dreams came true, as his fortunes improved and
uniformed butlers took their place in his once ramshackle
chateau and he indulged in all the pomp of his appointment
as the director of the French Academy in Rome, the rapport
between these two artists appears to have fizzled out and
with it, according to Weber, Giacometti's admiration of
Balthus's work.

Shortly before he died in 1966, Giacometti expressed only a
distant politeness for his former soul-mate's paintings. As
soon as Giacometti was safely gone, however, Balthus
resurrected the friendship, adapting it, as with so many
things, to his own dramatic but ultimately narcissistic
ends. A photograph of the Swiss still, apparently, hangs on
Balthus's studio wall to this day.

It would take an exhibition far more extensive than the one
currently at the European Academy to do justice to this
mysterious and complex relationship. *L'amitie: la seule
patrie*, with its indifferent scattering of drawings by
Balthus and Giacometti, is thin.

The work of other members of their circle has been
included, or has muscled its way in - most notably that of
the self-effacing Diego Giacometti, Alberto's younger
brother who made his talented sibling his vocation. Only he
could have fashioned the fragile armatures of Alberto's
figurines. And there is something strangely touching in the
fact that in this show only Diego's sculptures are shown -
the spindle-shanked bronze furniture through which, had it
not been for his self-sacrificing devotion, he might have
made more of a name in his own right.

Photographs - many of which will be familiar - by Henri
Cartier-Bresson and his wife Martine Franck are included.
But none shows Balthus and Alberto Giacometti together. The
texts by Jean Leymarie - a loyal courtier of Balthus -
dissolve into fanciful floweriness that appears to speak
more of back-scratching than friendship.

And yet this show is worth visiting, if only as it serves,
like some old sepia photograph, as a reminder of all that
is gone.

+ *L'amitie: la seule patrie* is at the European Academy
for the Arts, 8 Grosvenor Place, London SW1, Tues-Sat
10.30am-6pm, until May 28th 2000 (Phone: 020-7235 0303)

----------------------------------------------------------



Movie news:
----------------------------------------------------------

14th May 2000

_New Olsen twins video feature has just been released_

For those scanning the video-store shelves in search of
trash-culture treasures, Mary-Kate and Ashley Olsen - the
identical-twin starlets for eight seasons' worth of Full
House - are sure-fire sources.

Let's start with the plot of this latest Olsen twins
project, which is to say any Olsen twins project. The
suburban soccer-league backdrop of Switching Goals
notwithstanding, this movie is yet another madcap adventure
in which the two pixie-schemers switch places so that each
can get what she really wants.

And once again, Mary-Kate and Ashley play polar opposites.
If there's one thing that pop culture has taught us about
identical twins, it's that they are always different as
night and day. So while Sam is a tomboy who loves soccer
and pizza, Emma is a fashion-princess who loves to study.
When they switch identities so Sam can be on the winning
soccer team and Emma can dress cool and flirt with the cute
boy she has a crush on, it's a zany-consequences riot.
Imagine a junior high production of a Three's Company
episode.

For lovers of irony-laden entertainment, the most delicious
dish served at this B-grade banquet is the relationships
between children and their parents.  In the Olsen twins
world the girls know everything, their parents are sweet
but clueless. Of course, Sam and Emma have to lie and
deceive - but if they didn't, their stupid parents would
louse everything up.

Besides, as you watch those Olsen twins applying nail
polish or checking their eye makeup while tossing off
world-weary comments about men or what-have-you, they
both sound and seem as if they are passing through
menopause instead of puberty.

----------------------------------------------------------



Movie news: A reader writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_PlayStation 2: How to play any region's DVD_

There is now apparently a 100 per cent foolproof way of
loading Region 1 DVDs, even after the latest batch of
drivers, designed to prevent this, have been loaded.

Load the DVD into the PlayStation 2. At the browser
screen, select the CD icon then press and hold square and
then circle until the DVD menu appears, holding both
buttons all the time.

Then there are two ways to play the movie; you can either
select the play icon or the movie start icon which is in
the middle to the far left. If one doesn't work the other
one will.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'DD' wrote:
>When I returned home I found a note on my desk which as well as
>having an extremely rude drawing on it, said "I love you 'DD'__".
>I cried and got steaming drunk and made myself horribly sick.
>Guilt now reigns supreme.

Maybe I missed something but it sounds like you two are getting
along fine. She will tell you about her past if you keep a close
relationship. Why are you so upset?

--

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>a woman just walked up out of the blue to us and started to yell
>at me, saying "You know, you're not fooling anyone.  A man your age
>playing with children just isn't right."  I started to make a reply
>about how her concern for children's safety in general is justified,
>and that I'm glad she decided to speak with me about it.  But somehow
>I don't think this woman exactly wanted to hear anything but her own
>ranting and raving.

If this comes up again I would definitely say something. The
accusation can be as bad as the crime, if people believe it.

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>When I say gl's love the view of a girl's naked body I am not
>implying that this is a sexual thing.  It is, rather, an aesthetic
>thing.

Are you saying that there is no erotic imagination at all? I
understand the appreciation of art and the issues of trust between
an artist and their subjects but I wonder if artists feel erotic
attraction but just don't express it [in touch]?

--

'Humbert II' wrote:
>If pedophiles are the benevolent lovers of children we maintain
>that they are among groups such as these, I should have found
>myself powerless not to grant this girl what she sought, despite
>the consequences I might have (would surely have) suffered myself.

We are the benevolent lovers of children and do suffer the
consequences. And we will continue to as well because we must.
If we are misunderstood for showing love to children then so be it.
They need our love as much as we need to give it.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




Tr'Pakh writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all, it's been a long time since I've posted, things have been really
busy for me lately (graduating and getting a full time job will do that
to you).  I apologize for not being able to take the time to reply as
I'd like to, and take part in the discussion.

I'm piping up now because I just watched a show I taped off the
Discovery channel at the weekend about the Canela tribe in Brazil (that
shows you how busy I am ... I even watch TV on a time-delay loop...)

This tribe has some interesting customs, particularly regarding extra-
marital and multiple partner sex, but several of the narrator's comments
struck me as particularly appropriate for this group:

 [speaking of the ceremonial chief of the tribe] "Yes, we're very close,
 I remember when he a romance with this young woman, much younger than
 himself, they both knew how to write, and they would send love notes
 through me to each other."

Now isn't *that* a much better take on intergenerational relationships
than we have?

 "Sex begins early for Canela girls.  Marriage in the first place is a
 girl, maybe 11 or 12, or at the most 13, giving her virginity to a man,
 and she is now married to that man.  Over the next few years, the girl
 is initiated into multiple partner sex with a men's ceremonial group.
 Now she is free to have trysts with anyone she wants, and her husband
 should not complain.  The female relatives say 'ok, well, your husband
 is our brother or our son.  There is no question of fidelity to our
 male relative, go ahead and have a good time, sexually."

This tribe shares everything, from their shelter and their food, to
their bodies, for the good of the tribe.

One of the stories that is followed closely in the program is that of
a young man whose jealousy threatens to tear the tribe apart.  As good
fortune would have it, the ceremonial chief was able to resolve matters
by calming down those who would beat this man for being jealous and
taking his wife away from a festival ceremony by force.

What an example of wisdom and tolerance.  We sure could use some of that
where I live.

Anyway that's all I've got time for right now,

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------




'DD' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone.

Well a really uneventful week, compared to last week
and its preceding head shakers. Not seen Laura for a
few days but she surprised me by phoning on Thursday to
say she had a great time at the weekend. She was phoning
from home and said Mom was cooking dinner so she didn't
have long to talk. The more I think about this situation
the more absurd it gets, so I quit trying for now, at least
until I get to have a chat with her mom, and try to find out
what she's trying to accomplish by it all, and how can she
assume for one moment that 'I am' the sort of person that would
want to know her daughter in that way. And of course what's her
angle in all this. I will let you know.

--

'Humbert II, A New one' wrote:
>Quoting 'ANON'..
>They KNOW, they somehow sense who and what
>we are, and seek us out. If we give in to them, this
>invariably causes them harm. If we reject them, this may do
>more harm still. We are NOT child molesters. I do not
>believe we seek out victims. I believe we somehow attract
>those LGs who are seeking us.

I have also firmly believed this for as long as I can remember,
and a conversation with a female friend a while ago confirmed this
for me. I think I may have mentioned the fact that I 'came out' to
a female friend of mine about my predilection, without going into
detail. I said young, but not how young. She was supportive and very
understanding. A later talk with her about my penchant for YG's then
led her to confide that she had been loved by an older man as a YG.
She recalls that she sensed that, from the outset, he was quite
different from all the adults she knew, and for some reason she was
attracted to him, not only physically but intellectually. She was
able to talk to him about things in a very detailed way and felt that
she had his full understanding and support, and he would not judge her
or ridicule her as so many others would have done. She felt safe and
secure with him. She was indeed seeking the kind of affection and
understanding only he could provide. She told of how he was kind and
considerate, and he never tried to manipulate or exploit the situation,
and even when, after a very long time, the relationship became physical
he never once tried to make the first move, so to speak. Because he is
apparently someone I know well she will not reveal his identity, but
she is still firm friends with him even now. She is quite open
about the fact that it was she who sought him, and not the other way
around. She describes him as a kindred spirit, and feels that the
yawning age gap was just an unfortunate aspect of their loving.
She knew what she wanted, and he above all others could give her that
which she so longed for, even though she knew it to be wrong she just
somehow sensed he was the one. She has no regrets and remembers only
a kind gentle and deeply loving man, who has always been there for her
and remains as such to this day.

--

Has anyone seen or heard of a film called 'The Ice Palace'?.

I'm told it is about the love between a YG and a YB, and has some
nice intimate scenes. It maybe off subject here but I'm not sure, not
having seen it. It is a European film and will be about ten years old
I guess, but I think it may be worth a look if I can find it.

Love to all,

'DD'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------


 Ianthe writes:

   [ Is-Slottet, ("The Ice House", Norway 1987).
    http://www.nrk.no/aktivum/video/vesaas/index.html#Is-slottet

  A Norwegian film from the well-known novel by Tarjei Vesaas. This
  was shown in full, uncut, on British TV circa 1990. It features
  several nude scenes of two lovely preteen girls of about 11. 'C'
  gives us a precise description of the film...

  "Two eleven year olds (maybe twelve; developing breasts,
  no pubic hair) alone in a room. One convinces the other they
  should disrobe. The blond is shown from the waist up, the brunette,
  full frontal. Various other fleeting body shots (and another quick
  full frontal of the brunette) as they undress then dress again.
  Later the brunette dreams about the blond and there is an incredible,
  close up, full body pan of the blond girl. That's when I swallowed my
  tongue. Toward the end of the movie, the brunette is in a bath of
  nearly clear water. A close up of her face slowly pulls back to a
  full frontal, head to toe, shot from overhead. Ouch! Great movie." ]




'Angel DeAmor' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello dear fellow ASGL-L subscribers,

I asked on behalf of my friend, about his having the
same therapist as his beloved lg. Thanks for your
answers which I have forwarded to him. Now he would
like your comments about the following post which he
asked me to forward. I think he is afraid of joining
this list, but I will be his right hand.

--fwd starts:

"Thanks for the postings  :)

Most of the poster's feelings echo mine exactly, including the bit about
humanity blowing itself up in a big bright flash.

The same prudes who repress sexuality and call us depraved are the
ones who enthusiastically bombed Dresden, Hiroshima, killing
hundreds of thousands, no, millions of the children they so righteously
"protect". A German friend of mine told me how as a nine-year-old
girl she had to run with other children dodging the bullets from
American fighter planes that swooped down on them specifically to kill
them. She was lucky, because most of her friends didn't make it.

When you asked me if I was suicidal - no, there in the pool I wasn't.
I was simply in the bliss of love. Two days ago I went there and
saw another Mf couple doing the same! The guy even boasted
aloud while hugging his lg in front of his friend that he was 42!

No matter, the results will probably be the same for me and my
b as if I were truly suicidal. My family has been "on to us" for
quite some time. Not because they have known about any of our
sexual encounters, but because they see that our interaction isn't
"normal", and as I've now found out there have been other
"incidents" involving my b and a man, perhaps even involving force
or threat.

My whole family is in turmoil. They have always been.
Only yesterday did I find out from our nanny that my
sister had allegedly been raped by one of my father's "good"
friends when she was 8. He threatened her not to talk about
it or else he would kill her.

When I heard that I almost got sick to my stomach.
Now I understand why she worries about her daughter's
blooming sexuality so much. The nanny told me that
my sister doesn't want her around me because "I don't have
a girlfriend".

She's protecting her daughter from the wrong
person. Instead, she lets her sleep at neighbour's
houses, where she could be truly raped by
a brother or father or whatever. My sister
denies and suppresses her daughter's
sexuality. But her daughter's sexuality
is exploding, and she will get what she
wants. However, precisely because of her
mother's misguided protection, instead of
discovering the joy of sex with someone
who really loves her, she'll probably get
screwed by a boy or man who just wants
a piece of ass. I say this because most
men are that way, especially teenage
boys. She could really get hurt the
same way my sister was - in fact
from what I hear she might have been
already.

I know that for my own good I should
end this relationship now. But I can't.
I love her so much that I can't think
of me, but only of her. She would
feel betrayed if I ended it.

I thought of packing up and leaving but
I would probably die of sorrow, maybe by
my own hand. She would feel abandoned
and think that all my loving words meant
nothing, that love itself is worthless.

I thought of killing myself, but that
would be the same as abandoning her
and worse, because I'd be dead and
she might even blame herself for it.

I thought of leaving first, but
leaving a secret communication
channel open so that maybe we
could join again in secret after
the family thought me long gone.

Finally I thought of talking to my
sister, of telling her that I understand
why she feels that she needs to
protect her daughter, but that she
can't blind herself to the reality
that her daughter is not a 'doll'
or an angel, but a human being
complete with sexuality and a
very bright mind of her own and
that very wisely _she_ picked me
instead of some brute. Maybe
then she could see that by allowing
her daughter do as she pleased
with me she would be in loving
hands instead of those of a real
abuser like the one who raped my
sister. Yes, you read right, I mean
exactly asking for my sister's
permission for her daughter to
have her way with me.

Maybe we can BOTH talk to my sister.

Our prospects are rather grim, aren't they?
What do you think, my friend."

--fwd ends


'Angel DeAmor'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Tsarevitch' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Howdy Y'all:

Today, on that rare, rare occasion I happened to catch the Maury Povich show,
(one of those Tabloid Television shows, a moderate tempered version of the
Jerry Springer Show).  The topic was on sending allegedly "wild, out of
control" kids from 8 - 11 years old to Boot Camp because they "drank [booze],
smoke, and cussed."

Two particular girls: one 8 year old, and another 11 years old caught my eye.
Yes they were very cute, though they had that dishevelled look of being
unkempt and 'white trash-ish.'  Like the others, they had admitted to the above
'crimes,' including shoplifting, etc.  A lot was caught on "hidden camera"
though who knows whether or not the children were told of this camera, so they
could intentionally act up for the show.  But these girls went beyond that,
especially the 8 year old.  The two blatantly confessed to kissing men, while
the 8 year old threatened to her mother that she was going to get laid as soon
as she got off the show, (pardon my language).

How much of their behaviour was staged for the audience and the ratings, that
would muddy the situation.

The dilemma for us GL's.  How many of you would become sexually involved with
these girls if they "accosted" you?  Knowing that they drank heavily; smoke; and
had climed to have sex only to be rebellious, not for love?  Plus, if you seen
them, they were not acting like they were tweens,' they were the worst kind of
rebellious teenagers.

I don't know the motivation of Drew Barrymore, as the press rumors once flew
around alleging what kind of activity that she might have done at that age,
but it would be fitting to say that these girls suffer from either Gangster-
itis or Drew Barrymore Syndrome?

Just curious what you think.

Read you later,

'Tsarevitch'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Pegassus' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone,

First of all I'd like to thank all those that have given me such positive
feedback.  I really do appreciate it.  Second, I'd like to answer
a few questions that were posted.

I don't have the time to cut and paste the comments, so I'll just resort to
quoting.

--

To 'DD':

I know I shouldn't have to tell you, buddy, but just be gentle.  Thanks for
the wonderful accounts.  I wish you all the love and luck possible.  Please,
be wise.  About Laura's past, forget it!  Don't torment her or yourself with
trying to uncover it, just drop it.  She now loves you and you only, that's
the most important thing.  About being hurt by the potential revelations, I
think that's pretty immature on your part.  She's not upset or fixated in
your sexual past, neither should you be in hers (it's her past not yours).
If she wishes to share it with you, it'll be on her terms just as she
chooses to share other aspects of herself.  You've got too many things for
which to be thankful and happy, this subject ought not take your peace away.
I'm very happy for you and wish you the best.

--

To 'Philotonus':

I'm sorry for your encounter with your "centerfold" girl (great song,
by the way).  I'm happy for you, though, that you could experience the
idyllic happiness of falling in love in "one day" with a wonderful LG.
How could it be that this girl's portraits ended up in the web?  Because
of the lack of further details, I was unable to commit the emotional
resources I hoped to your plight.  Please don't be sore at "us".  I can
feel your pain and frustration, but cannot understand your reaction yet.
With the information you provided, I feel you're overreacting (my feelings
only).  Of course, I don't know all the details.  Thanks for the account.

--

To 'Humbert II, A New One'

Your friend has outstanding writing ability!

Wonderful account, both in content and context.  I will return to that text
many times, I'm sure.  I deeply touched the essence of our conflicts with
society and ourselves.  It shows great understanding of the paradox of being
a GL.  Tragic but wonderful.  Thanks for the account.  It expressed many
feelings I have and have had in a very articulate manner.  Thanks.

--

Disclaimer:

The stay in my native country lasted just over 9 months and it was a long
time ago, so please be understanding to the fact that there are many
accounts that will go unmentioned due to memory constraints (mine).  I also
have memories so fixated and vivid that I must go into uncommon detail.
Additionally, in order to make the story flow, I will certainly have to
occasionally interject unfacts to fill memory voids, though these will be
only of a circumstantial nature.  I can assure you, though, that the story
will consist of factual accounts.

Chapter 2

Morning came and with it its routines.  I was still under the fascination of
being back in my native country, seeing my family, ready to be absorbed into
this new culture.  Truthfully, I had travelled here in a quest for myself.  I
had grown up in a very rural part of the USA with my mother and
siblings.  We had left this country for reasons beyond the control of my
family, of anyone, really.  Money was certainly not one of those reasons,
though we lacked of it once we arrived in our new country.  I grew up
quickly adapting myself to this new culture with the exception of the
initial language barrier and the constant ostracism of not being blond, blue
eyed and white skinned.  Additionally, I was considered poor, a fact that
disturbed me.  I always new where I had come from, though: a high-born
family in a country hardly anyone knew.  I was proud, nonetheless of my
heritage and was ready to experience it and be indulged.

Having an anti-institution attitude, I was not crazy about my family's
dedication to their church.  In fact they are very influential and are very
much influenced by the church, a very symbiotic relationship I may say.  I
was a the outstanding exception, though later I would find an ally in
Lolita.  I wore my hair long (to their standards) and was somewhat
sacrilegious.  I played the electric guitar and my repertoire didn't include
classical pieces or folk.  My mode of dress was very "American" to them in
contrast to their more formal attire.  All this, I think, triggered a
dormant spark in Lolita.  She felt free with me, unrestricted.  She didn't
need to be "proper" around me.  I was one with whom she could confide her
deepest feelings; one who would understand or at least sympathize with her.
I was her ticket out of her binds of oppression.  I sensed that from the
onset though I didn't come to understand it until much later.

That evening we arrived at church.  My attire: Jeans and a t-shirt and
sneakers, very underdressed.  As I greeted old acquaintances of the family I
looked around for Lolita.  Nowhere.  She would eventually show for she lived
right next door.  After being seated, the service began.  There she was! In
the middle.  I could barely see her through about ten heads.  She didn't
seem to know I was there.

After a dozy hour everyone was up for a song.  Some made a dash for the
rest-rooms [toilets].  There we were standing with hardly anyone blocking our
line-of-sight.  I 'sent' her the most powerful brain wave I could muster up.
:) Holy smokes, it worked!  She slightly turned her head, paused, then turned
right around and caught my wink and wide smile.  Her whole face lit up with
a surprised smile.  She quickly turned back around.  Boy, could I read her
body language shouting "Yes! He's here".  When we went to sit down for the
second hour, she turned and smiled hurriedly as she took her seat.  During
the second hour, there was audience participation in the form of questions
and answers.  When someone near me spoke, she would turn to look at me and
smile.  Later as the relationship developed, we would continue these
charades and even improve on them  as a means of stealthy communications
which included smiles, winks, kisses, glances, romantic stares and lip
reading ("I LOVE YOU").

Immediately after the service Lolita came over to greet me with a hug and
kiss.  Almost as soon as she arrived though, she was called away to help her
mother.  The reason was that after services a large crowd always gathered at
her house.  It was a must that the family also get together there.  There
was food to be served and guests to accommodate.  I wasn't about to complain
though.  A bit later I entered the house and sat with everyone to chat.

Lolita came out of the kitchen with a plate of finger food for her dad.  She
again greeted me with a kiss.  She had the most tender lips!  She asked if I
wanted something to eat.  I nodded "please".  She walked back into the
kitchen licking her fingers, an act that brought her an admonition from her
mother, "Lolita, don't lick your fingers!  You're serving people".  She was
SO seductive as her hips swayed as she gracefully walked away seemingly
uninterested in her mom's admonition.

She appeared to have outgrown the girlish-style dress she was wearing.  It
was a fluffy, pastel dress with lace, it reached to just above her knees and
had puffed up shoulders.  Her hair was up with a nice broach.  She wore
white bobby socks with pale ruffles and white flat shoes.  The dress just
seemed to magnify the hypnotizing swing of her hips and accentuated her
barely budding breasts.  My eyes were fixated upon her and I had my first
erotic thought of Lolita:  "I wish I could lift up her dress".

Lolita swung the kitchen door open and walked to me with a large plate
holding about twice the food ration.  She stood in front of me and handed me
the plate.  I gave her a questioning look.  She laughingly said what could
only be translated as, "Its for us both, silly".  I chuckled, "Oh, I see".
She immediately fell onto my lap, picked up a  morsel with her delicate
thumb and index and after saying, "open wiiiiide"; she shoved the food down
my throat with a mischievous chuckle!  I looked around for a disapproving
crowd but was surprised that everyone was caught up in their own
conversations and either chose to ignore the scene or just didn't find it
objectionable.  We were caught in our own little world in the midst of this
seemingly blind crowd.  I took the plate in one hand, put my right hand
around her waist while I thoroughly enjoyed being hand fed by my new love.
I was like putty in her hand.  The start of a beautiful love affair.

'Pegassus'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Eastern Friend' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

PLEASE be careful.

Recently, a member posted an erotic tale of his activities with his
little friend, approved, apparently, by her mother. It is not often
that unmistakably-illegal activities are confessed on the list and
there is a good reason for this.

Again everyone: PLEASE be careful with your posts. You MUST assume
that your local police know exactly who you are, where you live, who
your girlfriend is and what you both have been doing. Anyone
confessing a crime here is almost certain to be pounced on, I
believe, sooner or later.

I do not break laws yet I have had enough shit thrown at me to make
up for ten guys who do. The members who do break laws are taking a
terrible risk and the ones who confess it here are just fucking
stupid. Sorry. I'm not trying to spoil your fun, I'm trying to save
your necks. I know someone who had a bad experience which I am almost
certain was directly attributable to membership of the list.

'Eastern Friend'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

I have joined the ASGL-L support group - but what I was wondering is
this

1. How to I respond to a post or send a post of my own?

   [ Post to asgl@duende.demon.co.uk ]

2. In the FAQ I read something about zips of previous posts - how
do I get them ?

   [  Earlier ASGL-L archives are now up on the web
      at:  http://fly.to/lgl  ]

Thanks

'?'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Cindy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Pegassus' wrote:
>P.S.  Please give me some feedback.  I'm still debating how
>to go about this.  Should I keep to being this detailed or
>should I just stick to the juicy parts?  Should I include
>how I felt, how she felt, how I thought she felt, how others
>felt?  Or should I just stick to narrating the times when we
>interacted (quite many)?  It really is an outstanding account
>if you are willing to coast through it.  Or I can make it
>just a "we did this or that".  This is for you people, I'm
>easy, it can go either way.  Thanks again.

Answer:  INCLUDE EVERY EXQUISITE *NUANCE*!  Tell us everything!

--

Somebody wrote the following:
>I found out yesterday evening that Shelby took her life
>sometime late last week.
>
>I am Jack's sense of failure, of guilt, of loss.  I am
>Jack's blind, unthinking rage at society for causing this.
...
>Because I am a pedophile, and society is clear on the fact
>that this implies all of these other things, I could not
>allow myself to be close enough to Shelby.

Bullsh*to!  We [pedophiles] have  *GOT* to take a stand and
say we love our little girls, we will not hurt them, we have been
around since day one, and we will be around till the end of time.
So, society, FUCK OFF!, cause we ain't going anywhere!  And if
you had and sense whatsoever, society, you would use us as slaves
for your children, and they would be worshipped as the goddesses
they are (or gods, for boy lovers -- somebody has to love them!!!).

We have GOT to organize and FIGHT for our cause! Only by doing
this will they (society) take any notice.

Look at what the colored people accomplished in the last 40 years
or so.  It wasn't by sitting down and saying: "yes, massah"; it
was by ORGANIZING and FIGHTING for their cause!  Look at them now!

-Cindy steps down from her sopabox-

'Cindy'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

'DD' wrote:
>I asked fleetingly about the "last one" but she was
>very reluctant to discuss the matter so I didn't press the
>point.

How can you ask her not to talk about your love affair and expect
her to open up about a previous one?

>I returned her home on Sunday evening and I miss her so much
>already.  Her raucous laughter and thunderous footsteps
>still echo all around.  When I returned home I found a note
>on my desk which as well as having an extremely rude drawing
>on it, said "I love you 'DD'__".  I cried and got steaming
>drunk and made myself horribly sick.  Guilt now reigns
>supreme.
>
>Fallen through the ice.

It doesn't sound like you have anything to feel guilty about,
except maybe by society's prudish standards.  You and Laura enjoyed
something intimate together, and you were respectful of her feelings.
The "acts" you "committed" were done out of love and mutual respect
and consent.  Be careful as far as the outside world is concerned,
but enjoy the moments you have together.

--

'Pegassus' wrote (to which a bunch of people responded):
>>P.S.  Please give me some feedback.  I'm still debating
>>how to go about this.  Should I keep to being this
>>detailed or should I just stick to the juicy parts?
>>Should I include how I felt, how she felt, how I thought
>>she felt, how others felt?  Or should I just stick to
>>narrating the times when we interacted (quite many)?  It
>>really is an outstanding account if you are willing to
>>coast through it.  Or I can make it just a "we did this or
>>that".  This is for you people, I'm easy, it can go either
>>way.  Thanks again.

IMHO, you should share however much or little you feel comfortable
sharing; we are all here to listen.

--

'LAS' wrote:
>Just to correct the San Diego case (I should have done this
>before): the Judge didn't determine that the *books* were
>kiddy porn.  He never saw the books.  He determined that the
>*photocopies* were kiddy porn.  In the US it's possible to
>take pix out of context and find them illegal - I tell
>people all the time not to tear pix out of books.  That's
>why having images on your computer is dangerous, even when
>they are from well-known books.
>
>In the _States of Grace_ case, the government even suggested
>"we can't say the book is legal for all time everywhere,
>because we don't know in what context the images might come
>up in the future."  Well, they got their wish with this Davis
>guy in CA.  (Poor guy.)

Interesting.  Canadian Law does not explicitly refer to the context,
but it does mention that the image must be for a "sexual purpose" in
order to be considered criminal.  This would then leave it to case
law to determine to what extent context influences purpose.  (and
I'm not familiar with the case law on that point).

--

I wrote:
>Ms. Califia's book is available for about CDN $20 from
>www.chapters.ca

Ianthe added:
>  [ Isn't it illegal under Canadian law ?  "Advocating..."
>    and all that ? ]

The section refered to, paragraph 163.1(1)(b) of the Criminal Code of Canada
reads:

163.1(1) In this section, "Child Pornography" means
(....)
(b) any written material or visual representation that advocates or counsels
sexual activity with a person under the age of eighteen years that would be
an offence under this Act.

This would seem to imply, prima fascia, that Ms. Califia's book would be
illegal.  However, subsection 163.1(6) reads:

(6) Where the accused is charged with an offence under subsection (2)
[printing/publishing], (3) [importing/distributing/selling and possession
for those purposes] or (4) [simple possession, ruled unconstitutional in
British Columbia, the Supreme Court of Canada ruling on the Crown's appeal
is pending], the court shall find the accused not guilty if the
representation or written material that is alleged to constitute child
pornography has artistic merit or an educational, scientific or medical
purpose.

In Canadian case law, the courts have always erred on the side of freedom of
expression in determining if something has artistic merit or an educational,
scientific or medical purpose.  Ms. Califia's book easily falls into the
educational and/or scientific categories.  The same can be said of David
Hamilton's 25 Years of an Artist and Jock Sturges' Radiant Identities, both
of which I once found in a Chapter's bookstore in a major Canadian city.

--

'Spike' wrote:
>Ianthe commented:
>  [ You haven't been reading the press-cuttings on the
>    "mandatory reporting" laws, have you Spike ?  ]

The interesting thing about those mandatory reporting laws, is that their
constitutionality could be challenged, in the case of priests, doctors and
psychologists/psychiatrists, by the very children they are meant to
"protect", as it does violate _their_ right to privilege.  In the case of
teachers and others, there is no valid challenge as there was no 'a priori'
privilege.

By the way, Spike, whatever happened on your week alone with Kristy?  Or
hasn't it happened yet?

>I met yet another girl this week that could be a
>possibility.  13 yr old Heather is a lovely girl.

It's a shame you don't live in Canada, you'd only have to wait a few months
and then you wouldn't have to worry about the law, even if society might see
it otherwise.  (i.e. people would talk, but they couldn't do a damn legal
thing about it). [AOC in Canada is 14]

When I was 24 (just a month shy of 25), I met and briefly dated a girl of 16
(she had just turned 16).  "Janine" was a really sweet girl, mature beyond
her years.  Her parents had divorced when she was young, and she had lost
her virginity at 13.  Shortly after Janine and I broke up, I was travelling
to visit relatives for the holidays, and my seat-mate on the bus was a
fourteen-year-old girl also travelling returning to her father, with whom
she lived year round, after visiting her mother.  It happened that that day
was "Melanie's" fourteenth birthday, and in our conversation, we can upon
the subject of sex, and age of consent.  She found it a bit ridiculous that
the day before she couldn't legally have sex with someone more than two
years older, yet on that day she could go to the back of the bus and "jump
my bones" if she wanted to do so.  I still have the picture I took of her in
my study, right next to one of me and Janine.

The interesting part of my relationship with Janine was that when I told my
best friend, who lives at the other end of the country, at first she
wondered what I was up to, but since she knew me, she knew that I wasn't
just out for sex, and that I really cared about this girl, so it was ok with
her.  (I should mention that "Dawn" was abused by her grandfather when she
was a young girl; she even ran "interference" to protect her younger sister
from him).  Later on, after my relationship with Janine was over, Dawn made
a comment, while we were talking on the phone, that she'd keep an eye out
for younger girls as possible dates for me.  This leads me to suspect, even
though I have never told her, that she suspects that I am a gl (or are we
"foxes" now?)  The funny thing, is that once, when we were discussing the
subject of age of consent, I asked her if she thought there could be a
difference between consenting and abusive intergenerational relationships.
She agreed that there probably was.  I knew about her history at the time,
and though we didn't specifically mention it, the sense I got is that when
she was molested, she knew it wasn't consensual, that it was abuse, and the
corollary to that is that if it had been consensual, she would also have
known and been able to decide for herself.

--

Interesting development in Canadian news recently.  The school board in
Grande Prairie, Alberta, has announced that they would have no problem
hiring a teacher, formerly from Prince George, BC, who was accused (but
never charged, much less convicted) of sleeping with 15 of her students
(senior high-school age) in Prince George.  The spin they were putting on it
was that they had no problem because she was never convicted, but in that
part of Alberta (the core of the bible belt), any hint of that sort of thing
would get you lynched, so the board is facing heat.

--

Finally, has anyone seen "Never Been Kissed"?  The whole intergenerational
relationship thing was an interesting side-plot throughout the movie.

Josie's brother, Rob (23), having gone back to high school to help Josie in
her assignment as an undercover reporter (she's 25, pretending to be 17) and
to relive his dream of playing pro baseball, gets involved with a
16-year-old gymnast, and he doesn't have a problem with the age difference,
even when Josie points out that it would be illegal (age of consent in
Illinois is 17, but the relationship would be legal in Canada).  The rest of
the school (and the girl) do have a bit of a problem when his true age is
discovered.  The age parallel between this relationship and mine and Janine
kind of made me laugh.  As did all the other high school memories that came
flooding back.  I didn't remember us being that cruel in high school, but
thinking back, we were.  I do recommend to all of you to watch this movie.

As an interesting aside, the movie was rated PG-13 in the U.S., but only PG
in Canada (and PG in Canada is actually less restrictive than PG in the
states.  The U.S. PG is about the equivalent of 14A in Canada, so the
Canadian PG falls between G and PG in the states).   Apparently, Canadians
are a bit less prudish than their U.S. counterparts.  Then again, maybe not.
We're just a lot more sensitive to censorship.  Witness the outcry a few
years back when the Maritime Film and Classification Board tried to ban
"Bastard Out of Carolina" in the Maritimes (for you non-Canucks, the
Maritimes is the collective name given to the provinces of New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, and several civil institutions are
shared by these provinces).  The outcry by the general public, not only the
civil libertarians, was so great that the Legislatures of the three
provinces almost disbanded the Board.  The Board had to retreat and allow
the film, or face political annihilation.  The general sentiment was that
the public wanted the Board in place, so that it could review and rate
movies, and thereby allow the public to make their own informed viewing
choices, but the public didn't want the Board making those choices for them.

It is much the same sentiment which would allow a book like Ms. Califia's,
or even such as "Show Me!" to be sold on the open market.

Anyhow, this post has gotten long enough and rambly enough.  TTYL.

'Yuri'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Dalderious' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
'Dalderious' wrote:
<...>
> I'm real sorry, Dal, but since I am in a group of
> girl lovers, I _am_ going to  make certain
> assumptions and I am going to express them.

Fine, make assumptions. Just don't think that we are
all the same. I would be of the assumption that if I
feel this way, others probably do as well.

I don't mean to be sarcastic. I am merely saying that
if you wan to make assumptions, go ahead. I don't
mind. I have already made my response, which I felt
necessary to do.

> Among these assumptions is that true gl's  love
> everything about little girls, including their
> bodies.  Now, if you wish to dissent, I couldn't
> care less, but, frankly, I don't understand where
> you are coming from.

I have two desires for LGs. One is their phenomenally
beautiful bodies. The other is their non- "grownup"
personalities. I like boys as well. However, they
usually shield a great deal of themselves, and tend to
fight more. So, I generally gravitate towards girls.

>>>I abhor all nudes, including children.

> Now, with all due respect, I can't believe you
> actually said this.  "Abhor" is a pretty strong
> word.  It connotes feelings of disgust.  What,
> exactly, is it, that is so abhorrent?  How can you
> hate and be disgusted by the sight of a young girl's
> body?  Do you equate this with sin and evil?

Well, I'm not sure I wanted to get into this, but I
guess I will. You may not understand or agree with my
thinking, however. But first, there is no due respect.
I don't deserve any. :-)

When I first hit puberty, I was not a paedophile. I
enjoyed adult women, scantily or fully clad. I also
enjoyed children, but not sexually in the slightest
bit.

As Life took its course I had the opportunity to see
more of the female body. When I did, I felt disgusted,
and was revolted at the sight. This view has not
dissipated from me.

I found after self-examination, that I enjoyed the
beautiful curves of the female body, together with the
knowledge "therein lies pleasure". The beauty meant
little without the knowledge, and the knowledge was
nothing without the view. It was as if all the curves
and features of the female body pointed towards
certain parts, which could be referred to as pleasure
spots.

When I actually saw a women in the nude, I was aghast,
that the very place that the beauty pointed to, was
course, discoloured, and non-aesthetic. (Others may
disagree, but it is a personal thing.) The thought of
such ugliness amongst such beauty, especially where
it was supposed to be of paramount importance, made me
feel disgusted. To feel the same way, next you look at
an LG, imagine her skin breaking up and a thick black
ooze coming out. Makes you want to turn your head?

When I saw LGs, I found their budding breasts to be
rather out of place as well. Not disgusting, but it
did take away from their beauty. A bare-chested infant,
however, is different. I love the 'baby fat'. The girl in
between infant and the onset of breasts is
interesting. I should enjoy it, but I only do
sometimes. It seems to be residue from being disgusted
at the older version.

I must say, that now, when an older women is clothed,
I find their chests interesting. When clothed, they
can sometimes have very nice curves. However, when
thinking of hugging a female, I can only imagine those
things as getting in the way, and thus I prefer
females flat-chested.

So, no sin, no evil (whatever "evil" means anyway...),
just disgusting. Thus the word "abhor".

I find it hard to understand why other people like
it!!! But I know we are not all the same, and I am
happy that there is variety so we can all be happy.
:-)

> How, how, how... could you possibly find the sight
> of a nude  little girl anything but delightful,
> perfect, and the epitome of all that is graceful in
> nature.

Sorry, I don't go for that crap. I find girls
delightful. There bodies are mere extras. The epitome
of all that is graceful? *Maybe* sometimes. It very
much depends on the LG involved.

> And if you feel this way how could it ever
> be possible for you to physically love  _anybody_,
> let alone an lg, should the occasion arise,
> or is physical love simply a dirty fantasy best left
> unfulfilled?

Who wants to physically love an LG more than just
hugging and kissing anyway? Intercourse is a separate
desire to me. I rarely have such a desire for an LG. I
have desires, but they are impossible. I save these
impulses for my dreams, and they are *not* about have
intercourse!

>>For me, clothed young ladies are nice.  A girl in
>>tight jeans does more for me then any nude can.
>>But I dare not share my fantasies.  :-) Others are
>>treats, but nudes are not my type.
>
> Correct me if I am wrong, but do I detect here a
> correlation in your thinking between nudity and sex?
> You talk about tight jeans and fantasies. Are you
> saying that for you, the only possibilities are
> fantasies induced by sexy clothing?

Yes and no. Tight jeans on an LG map out more of their
body without showing the parts I abhor. In that vein,
it is not sexual (although it may be a partial
"relative" of such feelings). I don't find jeans as
"sexy" clothing. It really matters. I once found a
girl's red winter coat to be very "sexy" when she wore
it.

> When I say gl's
> love the view of a girl's naked body I am not
> implying that this is a sexual thing. It is,
> rather, an aesthetic thing.  The soft <...> The
> imagination supplies all that is necessary.

I think the term is "To each their own."

Just to add. There is only one LG that I ever desired
to sleep with. I don't find her as beautiful as the
rest, and my feelings for her are illogical. So by me,
the desire for intercourse is at the height of
contradiction. Either way, it has been over nine and
one half weeks since I have stayed away from her, and
it still hurts.

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
> To quote the famous playwrite, Bernard Shaw,
> "Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!"
> "Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!"
> "Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!"

OK, I admit, I'm an idiot. Now tell me, what does that
mean?

...
> Some weeks seem to last like years, and I cannot
> wait to read more of the list.

Thank you for the reply. Unfortunately, I could not
agree more.

--

'Cindy' wrote:
> I agree with Easy Rider.  I believe the nude lg is
> the most *ENCHANTING* sight in the whole world, and
> *I* could never take my eyes off one!  *NOTHING* is
> more exquisite, enchanting, or pure and innocent as
> a nude little girl.
>
> (The person that wrote that first disagreed!  I was
> *ASTOUNDED* to see that from a pedophile!)

Thank you. Now I know that I'm noticed :-) Just
understand the peadophilia does not have to be about
the body. If the choice came down to body or
personality, the latter would be chosen (by me) without
hesitation.

--

> 'Humbert II, A New one'

Thank you for sharing that post. I do not know how to
respond, but it expressed some of my feelings.

'Dalderious'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* France: _translation from French newspaper 'Liberation'_
* Scotland: _Human rights are a crooks' charter say police_
* UK: _Sex laws shake-up_
* UK: _Tories challenge Labour on sex crime_
* UK: _Jack Straw to ditch Inspector of Prisons_
* UK: _Jack Straw's brother charged with sex attack_
* USA: _Major advertiser pulls out of 'Dr Laura' show_
* USA: _Did Site Incite Boy's Murder?_
* USA: _Chicago teachers to ask children to spy on parents_

*_Teaching in modern day education, my best scam yet_
*_West Coast Fashion report_

Internet Censorship Special:

* Europe: _Harvard Law Professor Says Bureaucrats Could Kill The Net_
* Europe: _Net to G8: Don't Over-Regulate_
* USA: _Feds wouldn't need a warrant to obtain Net communications_
* India: _India Passes Its First Cyberlaw With Draconian Powers_
* Switzerland: _Swiss police want power to bar "suspect" web sites_
* Internet: _Peer-To-Peer Internet: The Next Big Thing?_
* Canada: _Big Brother is Watching_




France:
---------------------------------------------------------

A rough translation from French newspaper Liberation,
11th May 2000:

http://www.liberation.fr/quotidien/semaine/20000511jeuf.html


IT WAS to be "the great trial of shame", yet it revealed a
banal manner of tens of Peeping Toms, shown to have held
[video] cassettes pedophiles.

On the about sixty arrested, challenged in June 1997 at the
time of the operation "Teenager 71", only one, Bernard
Alapetite, was condemned yesterday to three years by the
correctional court of Mcon.  Nine were released, and the
others condemned to a six months sentence suspended.

From the 13 to March 17, the duration of the trial, the
[evidence for? the] existence of a "network pedophile" was
isolated. And no [defendant?] was shown to have touched a
child.

In the environment of the Dutroux business, "Teenager 71"
was held in full confusion. " homosexual Etes you?",
["Are you homosexual"?] asked certain investigators.
Photographs, names, addresses published in the local
press. Five committed suicide after hearing.

"They did not deserve that", said the president of the
court. In the majority of the cases, nobody could say
if the young present on films were minors.

--

English report on the case:

Bernard Alapetite, 47, head of a Paris publishing house, was
found guilty of copying foreign child-sex videos and
selling them for 800 francs ($110) each.  More than 50 others
were given suspended sentences on Wednesday following France's
biggest pedophile trial.

The crackdown across the country in 1997 caused revulsion at
the spread of pedophilia, but also deep misgivings about
public shaming after five of the suspects committed suicide
during the investigation.

Most of those accused in the first trial of its kind in
France were charged with receiving material "likely to
corrupt minors." Of these, the 51 found guilty were given
suspended sentences of between two and six months.

Nine were found not guilty.

The publicity given to the round-up and the subsequent trial
prompted complaints from some civil rights groups,
especially after the five suicides.

Defense lawyers argued that their clients were unaware
of the nature of the videos, claiming they had bought them
through officially registered companies.  The two filmmakers
argued that the video that incriminated them was a
documentary exposing child prostitution in the Czech
Republic, and had been co-produced with Czech television.

Mr. Alapetite was found guilty on similar gay porn charges
in 1995 and given a suspended sentence, but the court did
not order him to serve this term in addition.

Those convicted were also ordered to pay 1,500 francs each
to associations for the protection of children.

--

Background:

The case followed an unprecedented nation-wide police
trawl in 1997. More than 2,500 paramilitary police
raided 800 homes on the same day, questioned 700 men and
detained 300 suspects - finally bringing charges against
just 61.

--

There is no offence under French law similar to that of
[the UK's] taking indecent pictures of children under
the age of 16.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK: Scotland:
---------------------------------------------------------

19th May 2000

_Human rights are a crooks' charter say police_

The European Convention on Human Rights, adopted in
Scotland after devolution, is "of no benefit whatsoever"
a senior officer said yesterday.

Supt Frederick McManus, president of the Association of
Scottish Police Superintendents, told delegates at his
organisation's annual conference in Peebles: "I have
heard many experienced and respected officers express
the view that the application of the convention to date
has shown no benefit whatsoever to the police or the
honest members of the community."

[...]

A man accused of molesting two girls had the charges
thrown out after appeal judges said a delay of four
years in bringing the case meant his right to a fair
hearing "within a reasonable time" had been breached
under the Convention.

[...]

Three paedophile prisoners have invoked the European
Convention on Human Rights in an attempt to be released
from a high security psychiatric hospital. Their
lawyers told the Court of Session in Edinburgh
yesterday that emergency legislation introduced by the
Scottish Parliament last year, which allowed arbitrary
detention, broke the European Convention.

---------------------------------------------------------

   [ The Convention comes into force in England on
     October 2nd 2000 ]




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

19th May 2000

_Sex laws shake-up_

THE sexual offences laws of England and Wales are to
be overhauled it was announced by Downing Street yesterday.

A spokesman said that the review would be "about how we
can punish abusers more effectively and ensure people can
live without fear." The Government plans to publish a
consultative report on the laws in 10 weeks' time.

Proposals are expected to include the re-defining of
prostitution and incest. It is also expected to address
the fact that only men can be charged with indecent
exposure and that men and women face different charges
if they have sex with under-age children.

Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, set up a sexual offences
review group last year to discuss changes to the laws.
The report will be open to public consultation after
publication.

--

19th May 2000

_Tories challenge Labour on sex crime_

Detailed amendments were tabled on Friday to the Criminal
Justice and Court Services Bill currently before Parliament.

The amendments, tabled by Ann Widdecombe, the shadow home
secretary, last week are designed to create a pre-election
dilemma for Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, over whether to
cede the political high ground on crime to the Tories by
accepting them or risk public disapproval by using Labour's
majority to prevent them becoming law.

They include increasing the maximum jail term for those
receiving child pornography on their computers to 10 years.
The current law on indecent photographs of children carries
a maximum sentence of three years for taking, making or
distributing, and six months for possession.

Another amendment provides automatic minimum sentences for
repeat offenders against children, with five years for a
second offence and 10 years for a third, with life
imprisonment for serious offenders.

It would become an offence to incite a third person to
procure a child for sex, carrying up to 10 years in prison.

Laws relating to gross indecency would also be widened
to cover acts which are not covered at present.

--

18th May 2000

New guidance on treating teenage prostitutes as victims
will be jointly launched by the Health Department and
Home Office on Monday.

Between 1989 and 1995 there were 4,000 cautions and
convictions of under 18-year-olds linked to prostitution,
the majority of them young women at or above the age of
consent.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

17th May 2000

_Jack Straw to ditch Inspector of Prisons_

JACK STRAW plans to abolish the post of Chief Inspector
of Prisons. Penal reformers fear it is an attempt to
remove Sir David Ramsbotham, the present Chief Inspector,
and so end his highly critical stream of reports on
jail conditions.

Under a Home Office proposal a new Chief Inspector of
Prisons and Probation, or Chief Inspector of Corrections,
would replace the present jobs of Chief Inspector of
Prisons and Chief Inspector of Probation.

---------------------------------------------------------

  [ See the last posting's news on the Inspector's
    criticism of conditions in which paedophiles
    were being held. ]




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

20th May 2000

_JACK STRAW'S BROTHER CHARGED WITH SEX ATTACK ON GIRL_

The brother of Home Secretary Jack Straw has been
arrested and charged with indecently assaulting a
16-year-old girl. Last week he was also charged with
assault on another, different girl.

----------------------------------------------------------




USA: follow up note, re: last week's Dr Laura news:
----------------------------------------------------------

May 16th 2000

Procter & Gamble Co. said Monday it has reversed its
decision to become the first major advertiser on the
"Dr. Laura" television show.

----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

18th May 2000

_Did Site Incite Boy's Murder?_

Internet service provider Verio [http://home.verio.net/]
has dodged a $200 million wrongful death and civil rights
lawsuit that could have cost the company dearly in image
and resources.

The private lawsuit, filed Tuesday in U.S. District Court in
Boston, alleges that a website incited Charles Jaynes to
murder 10-year-old Jeffrey Curley of Cambridge,
Massachusetts. The website in question, Nambla.org, is
operated by the North American Man/Boy Love Association,
which allegedly promotes sex between men and boys.

The lawsuit originally named Verio as a co-defendant. But
Lawrence Frisoli, attorney for the murdered boy's parents,
said Wednesday he would withdraw Verio's name from the suit
and replace it with another undisclosed ISP, which Frisoli
said was the one that provided Internet services to NAMBLA
at the time Jaynes and another man killed the boy on
October 1, 1997.

According to the 21-count wrongful death lawsuit, Jaynes
allegedly viewed the NAMBLA Web site shortly before he and
Sicari lured Curley with the promise of a new bike.

Verio hosted Nambla.org until Wednesday -- when it quietly
took down the website. Officials there said it had nothing
to do with the organization when Curley died.

"They gave me sufficient documentation to show they did not
provide Internet service at the time," Frisoli said from
his Cambridge office, where he was answering a barrage of
phone calls Wednesday afternoon.

Verio officials confirmed the company was no longer
involved in the lawsuit.

"We are simply not liable in this particular situation,"
said Verio spokeswoman Mona Peloquin. "We do expect that
dismissal to be formally filed later (Wednesday)."
Frisoli says he knows who was providing NAMBLA with
Internet service prior to October 1, the day when Jaynes
allegedly paid a visit to a branch of the Boston Public
Library, got one last dose of the NAMBLA website, and
proceeded - with the help of another man who also is
serving a life sentence for the crime -- to kidnap,
brutalize, and kill the boy before sealing his body in a
plastic container and dumping it into a river in Maine.
Frisoli said he plans to issue a subpoena against the ISP
imminently. He would not name the company, but said it was
a big player.

"The next one's got as much money as Verio," he said.
Maybe. But legal experts say this case doesn't stand a
chance in the courts, anyway.

Eric Freedman, a constitutional law professor at Hofstra
Law School, says NAMBLA's writings are protected by the
First Amendment.

"The prospects of this lawsuit are zilch," he said. "I
think it's a confident prediction that it is and should be
going nowhere."

In order for NAMBLA to be found liable for the boy's death,
the plaintiffs would have to prove that the material
published constituted a direct incitement to imminent
violence. It's a difficult stipulation to meet, Freedman
said.

---------------------------------------------------------



US free speech:
---------------------------------------------------------

17th May 2000

[...] The New York Court of Appeal in *Lunney v Prodigy*
last week gave US ISPs complete immunity from legal suits.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Chicago teachers to ask children to spy on parents_

May 19th 2000

CHICAGO -- Teachers in Chicago will send home a new type
of progress report next year -- one that asks children
to evaluate Mom and Dad on their parenting skills.

The checklists would be issued every five weeks for all
students, Vallas said. Items will include whether
children are dressed properly for school, fall asleep in
class, wear their glasses or attend class regularly.

The "parent checklists" won't contain letter grades, but
parents with low marks could be referred to a "parent
training academy".

"Sending home a checklist that can serve not only as an
instructive instrument, but also as a reminder" said Paul
Vallas, chief executive officer of Chicago Public Schools.

Julie Woestehoff, executive director of the Chicago reform
group Parents United for Responsible Education, said items
on the checklist -- such as whether a child is going to bed
at a "proper time" -- invade a family's privacy, she said.

Parents called the parent report cards a "smokescreen" to
divert attention from the large number of students poised
to fail the eighth grade.

---------------------------------------------------------




Opinion:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Teaching in modern day education, my best scam yet_

May 15th 2000

ANN ARBOR, Mich. -- I'm altering the minds of America's
youth more and more every day. I'm not kidding - Philistines,
like me, have more influence over your little siblings
than you know.

I'm a substitute teacher.

It's by far the best scam I've uncovered in my four years
at this institution of higher learning. I'm now able and
encouraged to cater to the susceptible minds in the
buildings of lower instruction.

It's much simpler than it once was - all you need is 90
credit hours from any accredited podunk college to be
eligible to shape young minds into whatever forms you want.
They check your criminal history to make sure perverts,
pedophiles and any other p-word pronouns aren't allowed
near America's best and brightest.

So there are a few checks and finger printing sessions, but
they'll help you get around the other obstacles, including
paying you to go to a two-day seminar on how to become a
member of the education bullpen.

Don't like kids? No problem, they'll get you around that.

Never taken an education course? No sweat, you don't need
it. Don't have the least idea about what you're teaching?
Don't worry, neither do the students.

Actually, the third sentence out of my mouth is, "I have no
intention of ever becoming a teacher."

I sit on my stool, yard stick in hand, unshaven with my
Tigers cap on backwards, dressed in khakis and a sweater,
while I hold court in Ambercrombie and Fitch high school.
It's a riot.

And I'm paid at least $100 a day to pretty much baby-sit
kids who listen to the same music, wear the same clothes
that I do, and who in a two or three years might be in the
same position. [...]

---------------------------------------------------------




Latest teen fashion report from the US west coast:
---------------------------------------------------------

May 2000

Teen girls are looking sassier than ever this season,
with a surreal, Japanimated, Hello Kitty meets
Buffy the Vampire Slayer quality: tough and savvy,
cuddly in pigtails, and body glitter but slightly vicious.

Mini skirts are back, along with the too-tight Alice B.
sweaters and/or Daddy's white button-down work shirt,
worn with knee-high white stockings and black flats --
Catholic schoolgirls, with an edge!

Lesbianism, of course, is still hot, hot, hot, and one
of the most versatile and potent fashion accessories
today's young woman can possess is a girlfriend -- or at
least the nebulous suspicion of bisexuality.

---------------------------------------------------------
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Europe: Internet censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

18th May 2000

_Harvard Law Professor Says Bureaucrats Could Kill The Net_

AMSTERDAM -- America's influence on Europe threatens the
thriving Internet, said Harvard law professor Lawrence
Lessig, at the Ninth International World Wide Web
[http://www.www9.org] conference.

If government continues to listen to spies, entertainment
businesses, and their lobbyists, Lessig fears it will
continue to build into the network -- in terms of laws
and the software code -- draconian restrictions that
will crimp innovation.

The other threats he outlined relied on a common factor:
well-intentioned but clueless lawmakers and bureaucrats
in Washington, D.C., who "like a child riding a bicycle
for the first time, they are panicked -- (but) they want
to keep doing what they did to make it work."

No one knows exactly why the Internet has succeeded so
wildly. And because we don't understand the reasons why
it thrives, we're likely to destroy it, Lessig said.

"Something worked, nobody planned this, but something
worked here. We've tripped onto this Walden Pond of
creativity and innovation, and we have no idea about
what inspires its magic," said Lessig, warning that
meddling by lawmakers risked crippling the Internet.

Lessig also took Europeans to task for letting America
bully them into draconian new laws. "As long as you
allow the U.S. government to buy your governments off,
your status as a relevant player in this Internet
culture is not credible," he said.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Europe: Internet censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Net to G8: Don't Over-Regulate_

PARIS -- Internet industry groups urged the Group of Eight
(G8) industrialized countries not to fight cybercrime with
a rash of new regulations.

The tension between government plans for a tighter grip on
the Internet and industry desires to operate freely
dominated a three-day G8 Paris conference which ended on
Wednesday.

The G8 -- the United States, Japan, Germany, France,
Britain, Italy, Canada and Russia -- brought together
about 300 law enforcement officials, diplomats and
high-tech business leaders to help draw up ideas for the
Group's annual summit in July in Okinawa which will
discuss a draft convention on cybercrime
[http://www.politechbot.com/docs/treaty.html] written by
the Strasbourg-based Council of Europe in close co-operation
with the US Justice Department. The convention will not
be ready for signing before September 2001.

But industry groups urged the G8 not to overregulate the
global computer network.

The Internet Alliance, whose members include Microsoft
Corp, IBM, Deutsche Telekom, Bell Atlantic, MCI WorldCom,
AOL and Citibank, issued a white paper ["An International
Policy Framework for Internet Law Enforcement and Security,"]
Tuesday that named and argued against the Council of Europe
draft convention.  "The legally binding nature of the treaty
is somewhat troubling," the group said. They told the
conference that complex regulation could stifle development
of the Internet, add to costs and limit privacy and freedom
of speech.

Requirements for Internet service providers (ISPs) to store
all data "run contrary to legal protections and would result
in the stifling of Internet growth," it said. "What is
preferred is a voluntary solution."

The Alliance also expressed concern that new laws requiring
ISPs and web sites "co-regulate" with local police "could
lead to the international flight of companies to countries
with more favourable regulatory environments."

The group urged governments to apply existing laws before
rushing to create new ones. "In combating cybercrime, we
looked to apply a level-headed, first-things-first approach
and encourage the application of existing laws before
rushing to create new ones," the report states.

The statements reflected the mood among industry
representatives at the conference.  The encounter between
high-tech industry types and government officials, many of
whom did not even have e-mail addresses on their business
cards, has highlighted the gulf between two groups concerned
about cybercrime.

"While national governments are understandably concerned
about the recent cases of cyber-attacks ... they should
resist the temptation to propose regulatory measures to
address this problem," said a statement by the Global
Internet Project, a group of senior executives chaired by
John Patrick, vice president for Internet technology at
IBM. "It is hard to imagine any set of regulatory
requirements that would be flexible enough to deal with
the wide range of customised solutions developing in the
commercial marketplace today".

The Global Internet Project said governments should focus
on ensuring their own systems are secure, cracking down on
local cybercrime, removing controls on encryption software
and sharing intelligence where possible.

Philippe Lemaire of the French computer security company CF6
said companies like his were concerned about a passage in
the Council draft that would ban all software used to test
the security of corporate computer security systems.

Industry executives also pledged to set up voluntary codes
of practice, in what seemed to be an attempt to ward off
government regulation that they fear could hamstring
innovation. But the firms are resisting attempts to turn
them into surrogate police forces and say governments need
to do more by themselves.

"Industry cooperation with law enforcement should be both
voluntary and within the limits of the current law," notes
the Internet Alliance report.

Austin Hill, president of Montreal-based security software
maker Zero Knowledge Systems Inc., declared the treaty,
"will do nothing to make the Internet safer," and attacked
as "Orwellian" a proposal to include a clause that would
require Internet service providers (ISPs) to retain all data
to allow law enforcement agents to track illegal activities.

One proposal floated at the conference would make internet
service providers store a year's worth of information about
all the websites visited by subscribers and the email
messages they sent.

The International Federation of Phonographic Industries
also suggested Internet Protocol version 6 (IPv6) be used
by ISPs to keep all traffic data so that it can be used to
track down the sources and users of files.

Executives from Internet service providers said the volume
of Internet traffic would make it physically impossible for
them to retain traffic logs and other data.

The internet lobby group, the Foundation for Information
Policy Research, said the G8 gathering was just a talking
shop and little action would result. "Nothing is getting
done," said a spokesman. He warned that G8 governments were
using their own sluggishness as an excuse to erode privacy
and free speech.

The conference -- "A Government/Industry Dialogue on
Safety and Confidence in Cyberspace" -- was the first ever
international session on public and private sector
responses to cybercrime.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA: Internet: Censorship:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Feds wouldn't need a warrant to obtain Net communications_

May 16th 2000

In a case with broad implications for communications technology,
lawyers for the Justice Department and a coalition of
telecommunications and privacy groups square off in federal
court Wednesday to argue whether the FBI should be allowed to
intercept Internet communications and pinpoint the locations
of cellular phone users without first obtaining a search
warrant.

The Communications Assistance for Law Enforcement Act
(CALEA), passed by Congress in 1994, requires
telecommunications equipment manufacturers and service
providers to build into their systems the capability for
surveillance of telephone line and cellular communications,
as well as of services such as advanced paging, specialized
mobile radio and satellite-based systems.

After telecommunications providers were unable to reach
agreement with FBI officials on how to implement the
monitoring capabilities, the FBI persuaded the FCC to adopt
rules that require cellular phones be traceable and that
information on any information sent after a call is connected
- which could include such things as account or credit-card
numbers or call-forwarding instructions - must be provided.

The act, drafted in 1993, also would require telecommunications
providers to turn over any "packet-mode communications" -
such as those that carry Internet traffic - without the
warrant required for a phone wiretap.

Jim Dempsey, senior staff counsel for the Center for Democracy
and Technology, said "We're arguing that given the
constitutional right to privacy, and given Congress' concern
about protecting that privacy that it was wrong for the FCC
to broadly interpret this statute to give more surveillance
powers to law enforcement".

Dempsey noted that the rule requiring telecommunications
companies to hand over packet-mode communications is overly
broad and will result in the content being given to
authorities who have not obtained a warrant.

---------------------------------------------------------




India: Internet censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

May 19th 2000

_India Passes Its First Cyberlaw With Draconian Powers_

NEW DELHI -- The Parliament of India has passed the
Information Technology Act 2000 which gives draconian
powers to the Police to enter and search, without any
warrant, any public place for the purpose of preventing
"suspected" cybercrime.

Police officers are given absolute discretion to enter
and search any public place and arrest any person without
warrant who is "reasonably suspected" of having committed
or be "about to" commit a cybercrime.

The Act gives immunity to the government and police
lawsuit, prosecution and other legal proceedings for any
act done under the Act. Effectively, this rules out any
remedy for someone made a target of abuse and misuse of
discretion by the notoriously corrupt Indian police.

The Act also makes itself applicable to not only the
whole of India but also to any contravention or offence
committed outside India by any person of any nationality
throughout the world.

"The provisions relating to this have not been clearly
drafted. It is not stated clearly about how the Bill shall
be applicable to any offence or contravention outside
India," said well-known cyber law expert, Mr. Praveen
Duggal.

Websites hosted on India-based servers and Indian cyber-
cafes will be required to maintain records about the people
who use their services. But Nasscom's Dewang Mehta
questioned why it was necessary for the Government to make
it mandatory for registration of every website in India.
Moreover, "to threaten the imprisonment of people who do
not register is quite draconian," observed Mr. Mehta. "We
also feel that the suggestions that cyber cafes should be
forced to maintain details about all persons and every
internet site accessed by them is not practical. It is not
economically viable nor would it help in curbing crime.
This will close down all business of cyber cafes and
deprive millions of poor people from using the internet,"
he added.

Another surprising feature of the US-sponsored law is that
it says nothing about on important legal issues for the
corporate sector like Intellectual Property Rights, Domain
Names, Internet Policy, Linking or Disclaimers.

A further concern about the new Act relates to its
implementation, as the Act does not lay down parameters
for its own implementation.

---------------------------------------------------------




Switzerland, Internet censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

May 15th 2000

_Swiss police want power to bar "suspect" web sites_

Swiss federal police called on Monday for Internet service
providers and website hosting firms to block access to
sites with "suspected" criminal content.

The Federal Police Bureau unveiled proposed rules under
which ISPs must block all access to sites with suspected
illegal content once notified by police.

Hosting providers who provide storage on Web servers were
to conduct spot checks to detect "suspected" illegal
content.

Representatives of Internet firms are set to discuss the
proposals with federal communications, justice and
information technology officials later this year.

A Swiss federal police spokesman said the goal was to
block Swiss user access to websites anywhere where
the content might violate Swiss law.

Swiss telecommunications companies have bridled at the
proposals.

Major telecoms firms told Swiss police they should not
take the easy way out and go after Internet providers
rather than the people who put allegedly objectionable
material into circulation.

The Swiss Inside Telecom Association industry panel,
which groups major companies from around the world,
refused to have firms held liable for material they
carry on networks.

The panel said it rejected the idea of a "private
police". "A private police force could easily turn
into an intolerable censor, as in China, for instance,"
the group said.

It pointed out that Internet service providers in the
United States and the rest of Europe are not responsible
for content on their servers.

Felix Somm, the former head of CompuServe Germany, was
charged in in 1996 with distributing child pornography
by providing CompuServe customers access to such sites.

Last November, a Munich appeals court ruled that Internet
service providers should not be held responsible for the
content of Internet sites.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Internet: Censorship: Evasion:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Peer-To-Peer Internet: The Next Big Thing?_

May 15th 2000

With fast and powerful desktop PCs becoming the norm and
Internet connectivity getting fatter cheaper and more
reliable all the time, peer-to-peer networking has become,
it seems, the flavor of the month when it comes to
technology trends.

Peer-to-peer networks are designed so that every host on
the network is both a client and a server. Everyone becomes
an ISP.

If your desktop PC is part of a peer-to-peer network, you
can download files from other machines on the network as
well as serve up files for others to download.
Gnutella [http://gnutella.wego.com] , Freenet
[http://www.sourceforge.net/project/?group_id=978]
Napster [http://www.napster.com] , CuteMx
[http://www.cuteftp.com/products/cutemx] , and iMesh
[http://www.imesh.com] are some of the early freeware and
open-source peer-to-peer file sharing technologies that are
sprouting up on the Internet.

Squarely targeted at consumers with an inclination to share
their MP3 audio files, fake celebrity photos, or
inflammatory manifestos with the Internet community at
large, these applications leverage the fact that users are
far more likely to upload and download files if the process
is made brain-dead simple. And so it is with most of these
products. Unfortunately, while "free" is often good (think
Apache, Sendmail, and Perl), these peer-to-peer
file-sharing applications aren't currently designed to
help people do their jobs better or more efficiently;
they're designed to simply push files around the Internet.

Freedom-of-speech advocates will surely applaud the
design of Freenet and Gnutella, which make the
dissemination of information (in the form of files) both
fast and relatively anonymous. Offering decentralised
systems spread over tens of thousands of computers, they
could be the harbingers of a wave of peer-to-peer network
which would make a nonsense of any global cybercrime
treaty drafted in 1999 and enacted in 2002 or later.

Some of these products are pretty cool from a purely
technical standpoint. Freenet, being open source, offers a
glimpse into some powerful peer-to-peer programming
techniques that could be leveraged for in-house product
development (Gnutella source is expected to be released
soon).

As I mentioned earlier, these applications are brain-dead
simple. They also typically take less than a minute to
download, perhaps another minute to install, and most of
them can use a proxy server through a SOCKS 4- or SOCKS
5-compliant firewall. In addition, there are signs that
software pirates are developing techniques which enable
truly anonymous FTP uploads.


_Table 1. The New Peer-To-Peer Applications, May 2000_

  [snip - it's a mess in plain text]

As you can see in Table 1, the applications run the gamut
from commercial file-sharing portal sites iMesh, CuteMX,
and Napster, to anarchical products Gnutella and Freenet.
IMesh, CuteMX, and Napster let you download their
file-sharing client for free, but you must register at
their Web sites to become part of their respective
peer-to-peer file-sharing networks. IMesh, CuteMX, and
Napster require that you use their Web-site portal for file
searching, finding other connected users, chat rooms, and
other features. This is a no-brainer way to get eyeballs
and establish "community," since the hard part, the file
sharing, takes place directly between the users' PCs.

While it's trivial to place any copyright files on
these networks, the sites specifically prohibit the use of
their networks for that purpose, and if they find out,
you'll get kicked off. Napster has become the most
high-profile product in this category because it allows
robust sharing of MP3 audio files. While Napster only
allows sharing of MP3 audio files, a third-party product
called Wrapster [http://notoctavian.tripod.com] lets you
put a wrapper around any file to make it look like an MP3
file. Thus, Wrapster lets you share any file over the
Napster network. Details of how to get back on to the
Napster network have recently proliferated across the
net, so getting kicked off is not really a burden to users.

While iMesh, CuteMX, and Napster lock users into a specific
portal Web site and thus can offer some degree of
censorship, there are not sufficient controls in place to
keep users from downloading infected files. The real danger
is that users might think files downloaded via these sites
are safer than files downloaded from an anonymous FTP site,
but the fact is that the centralized directory structure
only gives these companies a way to prosecute or remove
users who abuse the network by putting dangerous or
copyrighted files on the network. The fear of prosecution
makes these networks somewhat safer than the Internet at
large, but not much.

On the other end of the file-sharing spectrum are Gnutella
and Freenet. These products are peer-to-peer file-sharing
products that have no central directory. To connect to the
peer-to-peer network, you have to locate the IP address of
at least one site that's up and running. Freenet and
Gnutella are designed to be completely uncensored and
anonymous conduits for information distribution. Both
products can use any TCP/IP port, and Gnutella uses HTTP
for its file transfer protocol, so it's easy to hide behind
SOCKSCAP32 and other firewalls.

Gnutella and Freenet are the most technically interesting of
the bunch, because there is no way to trace the origin of a
file on the Freenet network and no method to trust or verify
the contents of a file you download. Also, Freenet files
propagate to available hosts without user consent, so when
you run Freenet on your machine, you may upload and download
files without making any explicit requests. Gnutella is similar
to Freenet in some respects, though I'm not sure of all the
details yet.

Both of these applications are in their infancy and are
evolving. They pose a potential threat to unsophisticated
users.

Most of these products should be reaching maturity by the
fall [Autumn], and it will be interesting to see what the
landscape looks like then.

---------------------------------------------------------




Canada: Civil Liberties:
---------------------------------------------------------

May 17th 2000

_BIG BROTHER IS WATCHING - has 33.7 million individual
files with as many as 2,000 pieces of information in each.


The federal government has quietly created a massive
computer database with intimate details about millions of
Canadians, including income, employment, education and
family status, federal Privacy Commissioner Bruce Phillips
revealed yesterday.

"This is an enormous database with enormous amounts of
information about each one of us," the nation's chief
privacy watchdog said following the release of his annual
report to Parliament on the state of personal privacy in
Canada.

"Every one of us is covered in this file in one way or
another. They have a complete record of you if you've had
any contact anywhere with any (of a number of government
departments and programs) ... which tells them how your
life is progressing."

The 33.7 million individual files contain as many as 2,000
pieces of information in each, he said in his annual
report.

The massive databank is overseen by Jane Stewart's
controversial Human Resources and Development Department,
which is the focus of numerous nagging questions about
dubious government grants.

Alberta civil rights watchdogs are outraged. "We're moving
into an Orwellian society - the very type of society
Canadians have opposed," Edmonton civil liberties lawyer
Shirish Chotalia said yesterday.

The data has been quietly collated from income tax returns,
child tax benefits, immigration and welfare files, the
National Training Program, Canadian Job Strategy, employment
services, employment insurance, job records and the social
insurance master file, Phillips said.

Files in the database are never purged.  The information
can be shared with non-government researchers, analysts
or advisers or for planning purposes, said Phillips.

Strict controls need to be instituted regulating the
database's use, said Stephen Jenuth, president of the
Alberta Civil Liberties Association. He added Canada's spy
agency, CSIS, might have access to the files as well.

"They say they don't give it out to other departments but
who knows if the spooks have a wire going in there that
nobody knows about," Calgary-based Jenuth said.

The database is a hazard because it can tempt governments
to develop profiles, "raising fears that data could be used
to make decisions or predictions about individuals, or ...
to the detriment of individual rights," Phillips said.

Privacy commissioners previously claimed there was no such
central file, but the audit has now proved them wrong.

---------------------------------------------------------
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'Philotonus' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Pegassus':

I guess I am not really sore at "us" , I was just taken
unawares by what I saw.  I felt really old and tired when I
saw the pics eh ?  When I met this LG she was 6 and I fell
in love with her.  I mean really in love with her eh ?  Shit,
I did what any guy does when he is in love and fawned on
her.  I cannot describe that one day to you.  It was like a
fairy tale.  If this was any other group I would feel stupid
saying what I do but we hit it off right away.  Like any
other couple we wanted each other's attention and we spent
every moment we could together.  We never wanted that day to
end.  We were intimate and as you know in this case with
LG's that is something very special and secretive.  I cannot
tell you the why's, that would be suicide for me, but we
only had that one day together.  I don't know who cried
harder at the parting.  So I had my memories and longings.

I had my love for what I could not have.  Then years passed.

I am what I am eh ?  I look.  And that night that I wrote I
saw her.  I saw someone had taken explicit pics of that
lil girl I loved so fiercely and had posted them on the web.
I could not understand why, if they loved her, they would do
such a thing eh ?  Would you post pics of your love for
trade ?  I would not.  Then I realised how I look at pics
and perhaps someone else felt the same way eh ?  So I felt
bad about me eh ?  And, yes, bad about us as well.  My love
was not advertised and so I know whoever took those pics did
not love her - they just wanted sex.  She was only 6 - she
doesn't know any better.  And now I sit here wondering at
how her life has turned out eh ?  From being loved to abuse
- from trusting to being used.  And of course as any real GL
does from time to time, I wondered at me eh ?  Maybe I have
overreacted but since you like the song - listen to it
again.  Just replace the high-school girl with a 6 YO eh ?

'Philotonus'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'DD' wrote:
>She knew what she wanted, and he above all
>others could give her that >which she so longed for, even
>though she knew it to be wrong she just >somehow sensed he
>was the one.  She has no regrets and remembers only >a kind
>gentle and deeply loving man, who has always been there for
>her >and remains as such to this day.

This is the way I knew it could be.  I have read other
stories about beautiful relationships between men and girls
but have yet to have one myself.  My relationships have been
thus far have been as playmates but they must have known
that I was attracted to them.  It's too bad that they were
taken away from me be before our relationships could develop
into real friendships or love.  I do hope there is someone
out there for me.

--

'Angel DeAmor's friend' wrote:
>I know that for my own good
>I should >end this relationship now.  But I can't.  >I love
>her so much that I can't think >of me, but only of her.  She
>would >feel betrayed if I ended it.

Have you talked about these things with the girl at all?  It
is dangerous to make assumptions.

>Maybe we can BOTH talk to my sister.

If you think it would not invite an inquisition then maybe
that would be a good idea.  Even though you know that she
would be in good hands, convincing your sister might be a
challenge.  Your sister should already know something about
your personality and you have already said that she doesn't
want her daughter near you because you don't have a
girlfriend.  Either way, you need to have a talk with the
daughter and find out how she feels about all these things.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------



'DD' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all.

'Pegassus' wrote:
>About Laura's past, forget it!  Don't torment her or
>yourself with >trying to uncover it, just drop it.  She now
>loves you and you only, that's >the most important thing.
>About being hurt by the potential revelations, I >think
>that's pretty immature on your part.

And 'Yuri' wrote:
>How can you ask her not to talk about your love affair and
expect >her to open up about a previous one?

You're both absolutely right.  I am asking to much of her, and
myself, and not realising just how lucky I am.  Thank you
for really bringing this home to me.  I am now trying to get
a grip on my feelings and make the most of the moments we
have together, who knows how long it may last, life is too
short to worry.  I have a very precious thing to concentrate
on.

--

'Ianthe'wrote:

Re:- The Is-slottet (litterally means ice castle),
>[A Norwegian film from the well-known novel by Tarjei Vesaas.
>This >was shown in full, uncut, on British TV circa 1990.
>It features >several nude scenes of two lovely preteen girls
>of about 11.  >Toward the end of the movie, the brunette is
>in a bath of >nearly clear water.  A close up of her face
>slowly pulls back to a >full frontal, head to toe, shot from
>overhead.  Ouch!  Great movie."]

Thank you for your help Ianthe.

This legal feature film is readily available from
http://butikken.nrk.no/butikk/is_slottet.html for 149 Nkr,
plus postage etc.  You can find an English page if you look
real hard, which has a contact e-mail for enquiries.  But it
isn't much help, You can only order online by card, at that
URL.  European postage is another 60 Nkr. It may not be wise to
try importing it into the USA.

Another film 'Lordagskveld' (Saturday Night) is also available
from there similarly priced which sounds like its well worth
a look but it only has a 41 min running time as opposed to
the 'Is-slottet' which runs for over 140 mins.  Both films
are in Norsk (Norwegian) and are NOT subtitled.

--

To 'Eastern Friend'.  I understand your concern, as you
clearly said it is a risk.  But it is a risk most here take.
You know as well as me this is a very lonely existence, and
I too have suffered my share of it over the years.  Until
recently I could talk to no one about my orientation.
Why should I give it all up again now.  If you break no laws your
the first person I know of that doesn't, possibly just subscribing
to this forum is illegal in some places.  Guilty by association
perhaps.

The time may well come when I am held to account, I
certainly won't escape divine judgement, but a 'humanity'
that has murdered in cold blood more unborn children than
the combined dead of both world wars in clinics over the
past 30 years since Roe-versus-Wade, has no right to judge
me for the perfect love of beautiful human being, simply
because of a difference in our respective ages, but they do
and so I feel I must take that risk.  Your posting was
chilling, it was like an informal memo from the FBI, yes it
scared me and I see your point, as do we all, and I may well
decide to limit the content of my postings, but using gutter
language did your case no good at all.  I know your motives
are nothing but the best and I say good for you.  But isn't
it the reason we are all here in the first place, the fact
that our problem isn't one you can write to the Sunday
supplements about and expect "Auntie" to have a simple
answer to.  Taking risks is a part of our sad everyday lives
as pedophiles.

Thats all for now.

'DD'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Brian' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>As always, evil has found it's way once again into the life
>of this mild-mannered citizen.  The other day when Becky and
>I were playing in one of the apartment complex's sandboxes,
>a woman just walked up out of the blue to us and started to
>yell at me, saying "You know, you're not fooling anyone.  A
>man your age playing with children just isn't right."

If talking politely fails, feel free to be every bit as
loud, rude and uncivil as she is. Nothing else works with
these people. And if you can think of an especially good
putdown, so much the better. These people instantly back
down when you outclass them - because volume is the only thing
they've got.

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>My acquaintance is about to start "Ammonia Therapy."
>(Almost said "aroma therapy":).  To me, this is messing
>with the mind to too great an extent.  Imagine if you
>actually had physical pain induced by the sight of a little
>girl. This is crude and outrageous punishment.

Is that using the "penile plethysmography" machine to test
for LG desires? There was something in our newspapers about
it a while ago, they have to catch chosen inmates by surprise
so they can't masturbate beforehand, otherwise it doesn't
work. Or is your acquaintance forbidden to protect himself
that way?

>>I've heard several ex-convicts comment on child porn,
>>things like: "You do NOT... want to go to Jail for Child
>>porn". He told me how people like that automatically go to
>>protective custody where nobody can get to them,

>Right.  But what do you think the first question is that
>you would be asked by the other inmates who are also in PC
>for various reasons?  "Why are _you_ in here?"  If the
>administration hates you enough they will let "slip" why
>you are there and it will be all around within hours.  You
>will be marked.

It must be different here, the assumption here seems to be
that if someone makes a ruckus in PC then they must be fit
to return to the general population. I was talking to one
young guy who was in PC for arson, and he was telling me the
guys in there are pretty safe so long as they keep to
themselves and stay in open view at all times no nobody can
get them alone. Everyone knew what others were in there for.
The cockroaches that crawled over the floors at night were
the worst, he was saying.

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>Thanks Brian for your ideas and your support.  I like the
>cinema thing!

Glad to be of service to a fellow GL. Hope it helps, and
all the best. Let us know how it goes.

I almost lost my job a few weeks ago after a stuff-up, and
I'd go to the nearest cinema if that happened. They're
always hiring it seems. Everyone must want to be on the
other side of the theatre.

>If I win the lottery, I will set up a chat chamber (not
>just a chat room).  You all will be invited to "live
>there." Until then PLEASE hang around with us, you are
>quite welcomed and needed here.

So would I! When I win the next $US300 million lottery,
I'll be buying my own province and inviting GL's everywhere
to migrate there.

I know, you don't have to say it - "Dream on!"

--

Ianthe commented:
>  [ A chat board was started a few days ago, along the lines of
>    BoyChat.  I'll see how it develops over the next couple of
>    weeks, and may post details here. It may just vanish, or it
>    may not, or it might get taken over by flamers and hostiles,
>    or become obviously haunted by cops trolling for people to
>    sting. We'll see. ]

I'd happily pay a few dollars an hour at a Net Cafe to talk
safely to other GL's! As much as I'd like to create an open
IRC channel, it'd be instantly taken over by flamers.

Is it possible to have a password-protected IRC server with
file transfer disabled?

  [ If it's not, you just had yourself a million-dollar IPO
    idea ;) ]

If it's possible to assign individual logins to mailing-list
people, that ought to keep the hostiles out or minimised at
least.

Cops worry me less than anti-peds if we follow the usual
cardinal rules like  / Never ever revealing real ID's /
Don't even consider trading files / Never ever use the
home/work computer, that sort of thing. Though I'd definitely
bring a 3 1/2" disk to the cafe with photos of nice pert
baby goats under filenames like "nakedkid.jpg" to gleefully
send to any obvious cops. :-)

   [ Note for people overseas (or really dumb city cops) -
     a young goat is called a "kid" in English. ]

--

'Spike' writes:
>I experienced something this week that really tore me up
>and surprised me at the same time.  Don't worry, everything
>is OK on the home front and beyond, but my dad called me
>the other day and asked me if I heard the news.  I asked
>him what news and he proceeded to tell me about his
>nephew... my cousin... was caught with two 10 yr-old lg's
>in his jacuzzi all naked and having sex, by his wife!

Can you visit him in prison to support him? I've felt for
some time that we have to do more to support our fallen
brethren who've come to grief. If I owned my own house, I'd
be tempted to visit the ones who've been caught out in
consenting situations and offer them a place to stay while
they get a job etc in a new city.

'Brian'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'bigd' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

I am new - I go by the name bigd.  I have been reading
the posts for the last two weeks and would like to see
previous posts to be able to catch up.  I tried
http://fly.to/lgl but it told me that the page did
not exist. Any Ideas?

  [ Sorry.  Try:  http://go.to/asglarchives  or
    http://www.callnetuk.com/home/papageno/asgl/index.html  ]

No comments yet on other post, but for my self - yes I
have a girl I love.  She's my daughters friend.  Not too much
to tell right now, but my love for her has prompted me to
write this poem. Tell me what you think...


         Love for a Child

She's only 10 years, but possess my heart.
Tiny and slender, by her face I'm absorbed.
Eyes so dark they imprison my soul.
Succulent lips, and a smile that glows.

By the smell of her hair, my heart does so tremble.
Holding her hand I'm afloat in delight.
She lays back against me, I hold her so tender.
Why must I feel such deep love for a child?

Oh how I suffer all the days where divided.
My heart yearns for hers from the moment we part.
I drive by her house, in the hope of a glimpse.
Why must I feel such deep love for a child?

I dream of a night, her wrapped tight in my arms.
And still beside me, when the morning arrives.
To caress her young body and kiss her sweet lips.
Why must I feel such deep love for a child?

How will I survive what my heart cannot bear?
A love I can't have says the laws of this land.
So I weep as I write this and swallow my pain.
Why must I feel such deep love for a child?

--

Maybe someday I will relate how I came to love this
child.  She is a dream come true.  Until next time,

'bigd'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Tsarevitch' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

{ARGHHH!  I HAVE TO REWRITE AGAIN!  LOST IT BEFORE MAILING!
ARGHHH}

Once again:  Howdy from the Western Front:

'Pegassus' composed:
>She walked back into the kitchen
>licking her fingers, an act that >brought her an admonition
>from her mother, "Lolita, don't lick your >fingers!  You're
>serving people".  She was SO seductive as her hips >swayed
>as she gracefully walked away seemingly uninterested in her
>mom's >admonition.

>She appeared to have outgrown the girlish-style dress she
>was wearing.  >It was a fluffy, pastel dress with lace, it
>reached to just above her >knees and had puffed up
>shoulders.  .  .  .  She wore white bobby socks >with pale
>ruffles and white flat shoes.  The dress just seemed to
>magnify the hypnotizing swing of her hips and accentuated
>her barely >budding breasts.  My eyes were fixated upon her
>and I had my first >erotic thought of Lolita:  "I wish I
>could lift up her dress".

Well, Pegasus, you have living evidence that supports the gl
theory that lg's are "finger licking good!"

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>As Life took its course I had the opportunity to see more
>of the female >body.  When I did, I felt disgusted, and was
>revolted at the sight.  This >view has not dissipated from
>me.

The same for me with adult women.  I figure that this
dislike of the adult nude is partly under the influence of
the region's puritanical culture of what to wear; how much
one can 'expose' oneself and what can be exposed; and those
who expose too much of these taboo parts, eg.  revealing
too much female breasts are considered 'white trash'!
[ie: lower-class]

>When I actually saw a women in the nude, I was aghast, that
>the very >place that the beauty pointed to, was course,
>discoloured, and non->aesthetic.  .  .  .  It seems to be
>residue from being disgusted >at the older version.

In a study on the cultural perceptions on nudity, (Forgive
my poor memory regarding the name of the study, etc... Is it
familiar to anyone?)  which describes the differing
perceptions on nudity giving many examples ranging down the
modesty spectrum:  From say the tribal practice resembling a
nudist camp to the prudish, stand of an Irish village who
were described as never taking showers and baths because of
the shame of being naked was totally overwhelming.  (Forgive
the poor writing as in my first lost writing had been
written much clearer) Could your attitude toward nudity be a
product of your region's cultural view on nudity or do you
think that your views are the exception to the cultural
rule?

--

>> To quote the famous playwrite, Bernard Shaw,
>>"Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!""Pshah!"

>OK, I admit, I'm an idiot.  Now tell me, what does that
>mean?

Your not an idiot.  It's not a real word.  It's an old slang
term from the play "Arms and the Man."  I believe that its
short for "Push Off!"  I was adamantly denying the premise
that I might be a 'part time' pedophile in your question on
minimal duties and the reading of the ASGL-L.

Long Live the List!  Hail to Emperor Ianthe!

'Tsarevitch'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

The pendulum swings yet again in the negative direction.
For whatever reason this time, Darian & Sierra are banned
from talking to mother and I.  What's bad about it this time
is that I cannot even get a reason out of them for it.

Their mother claims nothing is the matter, so I'm trying to
just let it go and forget about it lest it get to me too
much.  Fortunately just last night though as I was doing
laundry, Melanie and two visiting cousins (a boy and a girl)
showered me with attention.  As I approached the apartment
complex's laundry room, Melanie demanded with a smirk
"Where's my hug?".  To which I set down the basket long
enough to give her a prolonged hug.  What's nice is that her
grandmother with whom she lives apparently likes me and
fully approves of my sharing of attention with Melanie.

Unlike Desiree, Melanie is just not attractive to me.  But
speaking of Desiree, for whatever reason, I haven't seen
"hide-nor-hair" of her for the last week.  I start a new job
out-of-town Monday daytimes.  So getting home around 6pm,
I'm worried that I won't have much time to spend with her
once I start work.

--

To 'Tr'Pakh:' What does your name mean?  I couldn't find it
in the Klingon Dictionary, so I'm assuming it's not of that
fictitious language.  But it does have me curious.

--

To 'Sanctuary:' I've been trying to think of an imaginative
way to approach the woman I spoke of last time.  My best
thought so far was just to go up to her apartment with a
copy of the bible stories book I gave Desiree as a gift for
her children and take it from there.  What do you think?

--

To 'Tsarevitch:' Speaking of Drew Barrymore, I knew a girl
in junior high school who was just like her in her behaviour
and mannerisms, so I've always been of the theory that they
had the same emotional and mental problems.  This was a
private school for the behaviour disordered, I might add.
Amy had been trained by her parents literally from the moment
she was born to be a sex object. Her baby bottle was bought
at an adult store and was in the shape of the male anatomy.
I won't for the sake of discretion go into anything else they
subjected her to.

But she, being from a 'white-trash' family, was evidently used
for the gratification of countless male family members and
their friends all throughout her childhood.  I haven't seen
her since we were fourteen, ten years this month, but I
still think of her and wonder how she is (if she's still
alive).  Seeing how most of my female friends growing up
turned out; popping out babies from an early age, ending up
with men who beat them and bar hop, and end up attempting
suicide, it doesn't exactly give me much hope for the
unknown fates.

--

To 'Pegassus:' You're probably getting a lot of this right
about now, but your story continues to touch my heart.
Thank you for the sharing of it; and it's very well written!

--

To 'Eastern Friend:' Sad to say as it is, in this dangerous
world, I have to agree with you.  Disclosing illegal acts
(according to the country you reside) in this forum could
have potentially devastating effects on the lives of those
who tell it.  Admittedly, I very much enjoy reading
fellow posters' experiences.  As I'm sure it's very
therapeutic to share your life's innermost intimacies with
those who understand.  But I too go on the assumption that
this mailing list is monitored by authorities all over the
world, possibly even INTERPOL.  So with all the love I can
muster, I wish for the continued safety and freedom of those
who are brave enough to tell.

Those are my thoughts for today, space fans.  Love to all
and to all a good night.

'Ex Astris'
-----------------------------------------------------------




1930s Hollywood gossip:
-----------------------------------------------------------

We know now about Charlie Chaplin and his nymphets, but did
it "run in the family"? ;)

"Charlie Chaplin's brother [was] asked to leave England for
becoming -- to put it mildly -- involved with an under-age
girl!"

http://www.dga.org/magazine/v22-2/hitchcock.htm

--

"Harpo Marx married a famous chorus girl who was known as the
girl with the million dollar legs and in 1930 they were on
the Fox studios lot when they saw Shirley Temple who was still
unknown but was doing the Baby Burlesques, and Harpo and his
wife decided to "buy" Shirley so they wouldn't have to go
through pregnancy and infancy and they seriously pursued Mrs
Temple and offered her the fabulous sum of $1500 for their
daughter!"

-----------------------------------------------------------




Yuri (surrounded by furry little kittens):
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Eastern Friend' wrote:
>PLEASE be careful.
<snip>

The solution to that conundrum, of course, as is mentioned in
this list's FAQ, is to adda  rider which declares it to be
fiction.  While this might still raise suspicion with any
authorities surveying this list, it would not provide any
direct evidence of a crime.  Changing identifying details,
and using anonymous e-mail will also help hide the trail.

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>>'Easy Rider' wrote:
>'Dalderious' wrote:
><...> >> I'm
>real sorry, Dal, but since I am in a group of >> girl
>lovers, I _am_ going to  make certain >> assumptions and I
>am going to express them.  > >Fine, make assumptions.  Just
>don't think that we are >all the same.  I would be of the
>assumption that if I >feel this way, others probably do as
>well.  > >I don't mean to be sarcastic.  I am merely saying
>that >if you wan to make assumptions, go ahead.  I don't
>mind.  I have already made my response, which I felt
>necessary to do.

IMHO, Assuming makes an ass out of you and me.  While the
assumption that all of us love lgs is likely a safe one, the
rest of the opinions on a host of matters are _very_ varied.
Witness Easy Rider's opinion vs Dalderious's opinion on lg
nude art.  (My opinion, BTW, agrees with Easy Rider: I like
nude art of women and girls of any age, but I don't like
"pornography" (ie: anything depicting sexually explicit
conduct)). Witness also last year's debate (and eventual
flame war) on intergenerational sexual intercourse.  We
should all be free to express our own opinions, debate
facts, and have a good discussion (as this has been, I don't
mean to imply that it hasn't).

--

>ends

Ianthe: you forgot the flowers and bunnies for Cindy.  ;)

'Yuri' (surrounded by furry little kittens)
-------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Radio/TV/Theatre/etc snippets make a reappearance in the
     second half of this posting :) ]



'moon god' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

One of my favorite places to go is the Walmart [large food shop/hypermarket].
You can see thousands of beauties there. The other night I was in
the area behind the checkout stands, where there is a broad stretch of
linoleum [carpet], and one lovely lass who must have been about five was
dancing, spinning around, kicking up her feet, just having a ball, and
giving some nice panty flashes. You never know what you might see at the
local Walmart. I can camp out at the snack bar and view the fresh talent
as they come in the front door. I would like to try grabbing a cart
[trolley] and just following a beautiful lg around while I pretend to
be shopping. they are so wonderful, how they hop and skip, so full of
joy, they are like oases in this world of misery and pain. Supermarkets
are not bad either. In either place, you will see lgs getting a ride in
the shopping cart, putting their legs up, which can make for quite a
view. some of the others might want to try it.

'moon god'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>My best thought so far was just to go up to her apartment with
>a copy of the bible stories book I gave Desiree as a gift for
>her children and take it from there.  What do you think?

Sounds like a great place to start. Anything you can do to let
her get to know you would be good. Perhaps some irrational fears
could be dispelled. Love drives out fear.

---

>As I'm sure it's very therapeutic to share your life's innermost
>intimacies with those who understand

That is the beauty of this forum. I have very few people I can talk
to about these things and I feel safe here. Of course, I would always
post anonymously but the telling *is* therapeutic and the feedback
is thought provoking. Oh, and Yuri, everything I say is assumed to
be fiction ;-)

--

I had a wonderful day at the water park in my town.
A water park has amusements for every age group;
slides; mostly, but the main requirement is a swimsuit
and lots of fun. If I were a photographer I would have
been busy all day. As it was, I just captured many jpg's
and avi's in my mind <hehe>.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Daveboy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'bigd' wrote:
>a poem : Love For A Child <snip>

Now.... I don't usually go much for poetry but.... 'bigd', you
got it spot on!!  I thought this poem about our plight was
excellent and I am asking for your permission to reproduce it
in the future in any correspondence I should send to the media
on our behalf. I can use your pen of leave it as anon...
is that OK ?

That line about her " laying back against you "..oh!!.. how I
know THAT feeling!!... it's beautiful.

--

Anyway... on to a more 'sombre' point.

This week on British TV. we've had 2 programs dealing with that
infamous 'P' word, the first was a morning TV. 'talk show' with
the theme 'What Should We Do With The Paedophiles?"

As you can imagine, 'Buba' was there, champing at the bit, teeth
bared, foaming at the mouth asking for the death penalty. It was
a very heated debate indeed, with lots of 'paedo bashers'. Some
relief was present in the form of Ray Wyre (a well-known
[self-styled] 'therapist' for sex offenders) trying to point out that
there really are more than ONE type of paedophile and that you
can't treat someone who 'exposes' himself to a child the same as
a 'child raper', Also, a girl (around mid 20's?) in the audience
occasionally got in a 'supporting' comment and was one of only
a few who applauded a guy who told us that he was sexually abused
when young but now offers 'child sex offenders' support and
accommodation in his home when they are released from prison.
(and YES.. there are 2 children in the house!)

The second program was titled  "Sex Offenders - Not In Our
Back Yard" (Both were on BBC1) and was about the situation in
Nottingham where two of Britain's most notorious child sex
offenders were to be housed in purpose-built accommodation
in the grounds of a prison in a residential part of the city,
and, as they had already served their sentences, would be
allowed to come and go as they pleased... (even if it WAS
with a policeman following them 24 hours a day!)

Again we saw the hatred that people have for what they call
'Paedophiles', with violent demonstrations, fights with police,
road blocks etc. One protester told us that he had been
approached by a 'hit man' offering to kill the perverts for
just 2000 pounds ($3000)!!, another scene showed a small girl
very distressed and in tears, presumably frightened by the
news that, within a few weeks, child raping monsters would
be prowling the local neighbourhood... need I say more?

Now, it may be that these 2 'sex offenders' actually ARE
child abusers / rapists and SHOULD be feared, and to be
honest, I think we would ALL be concerned if a proven
'child raper' came to live in our road, but the point again
was that these 'protesters' were protesting about 'Paedophiles'

There's one thing that is clear from these programmes...
people HATE paedophiles... regardless of what WE term
as a paedophiles... It's time we faced the fact guys....
no matter WHAT we say or do... Paedophilia will NEVER, EVER
be allowed... EVER!. (Murder will be made legal first!)

Whether we like it or not, it's a world-wide accepted term
now for 'Child Abuser / Raper'.

I am NOT starting a debate on that old chestnut again...
I am simply stating a FACT!!!... The 'P' word now really
DOES mean ' Child Sex Offender - Abuser - Raper' to ALL who
hear it.... and the sooner we TOTALLY abandon that word...
the better!!.... so I say now... I AM ANTI-PAEDOPHILE!!
and so are ALL of you... I hope!...

The only way forward for us is to think of ourselves as
'Girl (or boy?) Lovers' and NOT Paedophiles = Monsters.

Paedophiles really DO molest and abuse... WE DON'T.

Oh.. I know we say  "Ah yes, but in the dictionary it says
paedophiles are just 'Adults with a sexual interest in children'...
and that IS what we are... isn't it?"
YES... IT IS... but the dictionary is WRONG with THAT description
for Paedophilia these days!!... the REAL meaning of the word these
days is..

'Perverted, insane, monster that attacks children in the street,
rips there clothes off them, submits them to unspeakable acts
of depravity and then slits there throat or strangles them'

My description of us would be something like:

'Adults that consider a relationship with children in the
same way as they would with another adult'. That relationship
being of love and respect for each other.

We're still a long way off THAT being accepted, but its a damn
site closer to being tolerated than a 'Ped' will ever be.

OK OK OK. I know we ALL want to stand up and defend
Paedophilia.. ( I've done my share) but we can no longer
do that, because by defending it, we're defending child
abuse.... ( and PLEASE!!.. I don't want some 'Clever Dick'
coming back with...." Yes but.. ANY sex with a child...
even if it IS consenting.. is STILL  child abuse 'cause
a child can't GIVE consent!!!".)... You all know where
I'm coming from...

So... My news to you all is.... You are NOT Paedophiles...
( unless you force or coerce a child into doing something
against his / her wishes ).. You are just 'Girl / Boy Lovers'...
so stop hating yourselves and start living!!  (OK I know,
you don't ALL hate y'selves, but it's clear, some of you do)

Rant mode off!!

Daveboy ( 40's)
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Frans' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Angel DeAmor's friend wrote:
> I thought of leaving first, but leaving a secret communication
> channel open so that maybe we could join again in secret after
> the family thought me long gone.
>
> Finally I thought of talking to my sister, of telling her that
> I understand why she feels that she needs to protect her daughter,
> but that she [...Etc...]

IMHO, such secrets can be or can become too heavy for a youngster.
In my experience, there is always a coming out, later on.
The other way seems me to be much better. Openness is the best way
IMHO.

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>How many of you would become sexually involved with
>these girls if they "accosted" you?  Knowing that they drank heavily;
>smoke; and had claimed to have sex only to be rebellious, not for love?
[...Etc...]
And:
> [...] would it be fitting to say that these girls suffer from either Gangster-
>itis or Drew Barrymore Syndrome?
>Just curious what you think.

I do not know who this Drew is, but IMO, these young girls are (ab)using _all_
their fellow human beings, seeing them as objects only, not as subjects or
persons. In a sexual contact I suppose they feel the same way. They will
(ab)use you and will try to make as much money as possible from the affair.

'Frans'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'GL7' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings from GL7:

It's been exactly 14 months to the day since I received a posting
from ASGL-L. Could someone please tell me how I can access the postings
of the last 14 months?

Well, love is love is love. The "old timers" probably remember the
steamy relationship I had with Kim for over a year when she was six and
seven. The next to the last time I was with her was when she was eight.
and she insisted on kissing me on the lips in front of her mother, after
I tucked her into bed. They came to my home the next day as a (what
turned out to be) a "final" farewell. To update you, I got the unspoken
message from the actions of the family that I was "persona non grata".

But love is love, is it not? I drove by her house again and again just to
get a glimpse of Kim. Well, actually I drove by once too often and then
twice too often without the self-knowledge that I was a moth drawn to the
candle flame. Before I knew what was happening, I was arrested and taken
handcuffed to a magistrate who listened to my defense. Well, actually he
didn't really listen when I said I was NOT trespassing and had never
been told by anyone that I was not allowed to drive by Kim's apartment.
I told the magistrate to call the apartment manager to confirm that I
had never received a "No Trespassing" order, but he refused to do it and
so I was thrown into jail without prior warning. I stayed overnight in
the county jail - the longest night of my life, with no watch, no clock,
and no pencil and no paper and no lawyer. I was allowed a phone call, so
I called a friend. To make a long story short, I paid $x00 cash to post
a $x000 bond the next morning and was released. I hired a lawyer for
another $xx0 and made out a subpoena for the local Postmaster who could
prove that I never received a no-trespass certified letter. The case
went up for trial but was dismissed before the trial because of the
proof that the judge had refused to look at the pre-trial hearing
when the trial date was set. I also lost two days of pay from my job,
all because I wanted Kim to know that I had not abandoned her.

In the meantime, Kim and her mentally sick mother moved to another nearby
location. I haven't seen Kim since the "trial." But I did locate her
classroom in the local elementary school on a weekend and saw her name
and her classmates' names on her classroom door. The honor students were
listed at the top. Kim's name was not there. I couldn't believe it. Kim
had always been tops in her class when we "dated." Her I.Q. is 150+. Her
family is pure "trash" (no ethics, no integrity, no decency, no
spirituality - just liars, deceivers, back stabbers, etc.). Kim is the
only decent person in the whole extended family. She is truly a diamond
in the rough. She was also a "sexual seducer" ever since I met her when
she was six. She would literally beg me to have sex with her at a time
when she didn't know exactly what sex was. All she knew at the time was
that her unmarried father (a convicted felon) told her that a man lays
on top of a woman and God causes a baby to grow. Kim would always climb
all over me, but I had to be cautious. My first effort at courting her
was to caress her arm as she sat in my lap. She responded by saying, "I
love it when you do that." Of course, I loved doing it too. Things
started to escalate, but I was still cautious. She started looking at
old Playboy magazines and said, "I like to look at naked 'womans'". She
enjoyed sexy and horror movies. She would throw caution to the winds and
lay on the living room floor on her back with her dress pulled up and
her hands on her panties ready to pull them down and pleading with me to
"have sex" with her. I told her it was not safe because her mother was in
the next room.

Later on she was in my bedroom and I agreed to lay on top of her. She
asked for lipstick, but I told her that she didn't need it because
she was pretty just the way she was. I then lay on top of her on
the bed (both of us fully clothed) and she was pleased, and then she
said, "You feel so warm." I then gave her a long kiss on the lips - the
best kiss I ever had in my life - something that I had dreamed about for
a long time, even before I met Kim. She never moved. When I was finally
finished, she replied, "That's the way adults kiss." I gave Kim a lot of
gifts and she was always grateful - including a Disney cosmetics kit for
little girls, but without perfume. I spent hours looking for the right
perfume for her and finally found it at the mall. It was called
"Romance." I applied it to her ears, cheeks, nipples, belly button,
tummy, wrists, neck, etc. She loved it. I kissed her all over.

This was the start of a long and hot romance. Kim was even more of a seducer
than I was. She would say to me, "You can do anything you want." [...] She
was fascinated by rough play at the age of seven and she liked to play
rough games. She even enjoyed play whipping games where I was the victim.

Kim is eleven now and I think about her throughout every day, but I don't
see her. I send cards on holidays and birthdays. There's no response
because her mother forbids it, even though Mom doesn't know that Kim and
I ever did anything "bad." This is just a brief update on Kim and myself.

I have enough fond memories to last a lifetime. Kim and I, of course, took
our "wedding vows". Now it's a waiting game until she is permitted to contact
me. I would marry Kim at any age in a heartbeat. She opposed actual marriage
because of a slight half-a-century age difference and her fear that I might
die. Therefore, unless she changes her mind later, I will suggest just
living together. If she's against that, I will suggest heavy dating :)

'GL7'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Dalderious' writes:
---------------------------------------------------

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
> Could your attitude toward nudity be a product of
> your region's cultural view on nudity or do you
> think that your views are the exception to the
> cultural rule?

My views are even on adult women, and that most of
society agrees to be desirable. Either way, it is very
possible that had I always seen nude women, I
would be used to it. The abhorrence, however, I doubt comes
from opinions of others though. It is the product of
analysis and expectations, and obviously not seeing it
for a long time.

--

Talking about female bodies... Wow! I went boating
this weekend. That is, I went with friends, and we
rented a couple row boats, and off we went. This was
in a park, so of course other people were there.

True to Greek Mythology, the goddesses came to walk
amongst us mortals, and I had a chance to see a number
of them. One of them was in line directly ahead of me.
She was an older LG, but she had beautiful legs and
arms. I just wish she would have smiled more. Either
way she has entered my dreams.

There were also a number of girls covered from head to
toe in religious dress. One girls only had her face
showing. And was it ever beautiful. Had she not had
her two brothers(?) with her, I probably would have
stared for hours.

There were others, but I think I know what I want to
do next week...

'Dalderious' writes:
---------------------------------------------------



'Gage' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

The "Japan version" of Natlie Portman in _The Professional_
[aka _Leon_] is actually the intended Directors Cut.  It is
called "Leon: Version Integrale" and was rejected by US test
audiences.  (Americans suck.  Give us freedom and we censor
Natalie Portman.  Actually Besson, but I care more for
Portman.)


MATHILDA: Do you think I'll like it, my first time?  A woman's
first sexual experience determines the rest of her life.  I
read that in one of my sister's magazines.  Most girls I know
just did it not because they loved their guys but because
they wanted to show off, and they said they didn't like it
very much, that they learned to like it later.  Like cigarettes.
Will I like it my first time, Leon?

LEON: No Mathilda.  I won't.  .......... ..........
..........

MATHILDA: Okay, Leon.  But do me one favour, okay?  We're
going to share the bed.

Mathilda lowers his head slowly onto a pillow.

MATHILDA: It's okay, it's okay... Easy.  Just lie down.

She removes Leon's shoes as he lays rigidly on the bed.
Mathilda pulls one of his arms around her and lies on her
side, pressing against him.  She quickly falls asleep while
Leon lies awake in the dark.

Anyway, here is a link to a site containing a script of the
removed scenes.

http://www.geocities.com/Hollywood/Bungalow/5102/integ.htm

I read a while back that a DVD of this version would be
released in May of 2000. I haven't seen anymore of it.

   [ The DVD is out in the UK, under the European title
     of _Leon_.  I don't remember noting that it's a
     Director's Cut version. ]

But, if you want the movie, you can find various copies of it
at EBAY.  Just search "Leon".  Copies are either duped to VHS
or are foreign LaserDisc or DVD.  These foreign Discs use
different region codes, but computer software and DVD drives
can bypass that.  I would say this is a must have for both
GLs and definitely Nat fans.

'Gage'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Pogle' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Something that European girl-lovers might want to keep an
ear open for:

_High Wind In Jamaica_ by girl-lover Richard Hughes,
serialised for radio from Sunday 28th May 2000 (first of ?
episodes).  Radio 4, on FM in UK, and on cable in Europe.
Radio 4 usually repeats their Classic Serials sometime
else during the week, if you miss it on Sunday.

It features a young girl / pirate relationship, nothing sexual
but lots of deep psychology.  It was filmed with the delicious
Haley Mills in the 1960s.

Information on Hughes's girl-loving can be found on the
Famous British Pedophiles site, and in the recent biography.

'Pogle'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Kitten Cuddler' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone, sorry I haven't posted for a while, been real busy.
Someone mentioned a legal feature film called 'Lordagskveld'
from Norway.  Can you give some details?  Scene descriptions,
actresses names, age of girl, etc.

'Kitten Cuddler'
-------------------------------------------------------------




From another mailing list:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Reuters reports that in the Southern German "Passion Play",
reproduced every ten years in Oberammergau, Germany, there
is a new scene this year portraying the Jewish King Herod
as a homosexual paedophile.

-------------------------------------------------------------

  [ You would have thought the Germans would have learned
    their lesson on prejudice-baiting by now, wouldn't
    you ? :( ]



'n.s. aristoff' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

In the last press-cuttings round up, Ianthe posted:
>17th May 2000
>
>[...] The New York Court of Appeal in *Lunney v Prodigy*
>last week gave US ISPs complete immunity from legal suits.

That's a bit of a stretch.  The case only has precedential
value in the State of New York.

-------------------------------------------------------------

   [ I wondered why I couldn't find much more about it :) A UK
     journalist indulging in wishful thinking, it seems ]




Abstract of a journal article (one of three):
-------------------------------------------------------------

The Politics of Child Sexual Abuse Research
Janice Haaken and Sharon Lamb
SOCIETY, May/June 2000

The authors attempt to explain the various forces at work in forming
public opinion about the sexuality of children and the research being
done in this area. They consider the current and historical views of
feminists and moral crusaders and show how they influence what
research is done, how it is done, and how it is interpreted. One of
their most interesting statements showed that, even though the
public's view of masturbation has evolved, Jocelyn Elders was still
fired as surgeon general for advocating that it be taught in schools
as an alternative to intercourse. Even though they acknowledge that
children are sexual, they still view all sexual activity with adults
as "abuse". They conclude however, "All of these ideas are worth
further investigation, further debate."

--

The May/June 2000 of the journal _Society_ has three very
good articles on child sexual abuse and how that term
has been constructed in last few decades.

-------------------------------------------------------------



New book:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_The Girl: Constructions of The Girl in Contemporary Fiction
by Women_ edited by Ruth 0. Saxton.

-------------------------------------------------------------



--
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]



News:

* USA: _Virginia Governor Attacks Artist's Museum Lecture_
* UK: _Human Rights Act threatens school uniforms_
* UK: _Lara Croft game man trapped in police sting_
* Japan: _Obstacles remain for new child-abuse law_
* UK: _Parents of children will help punish offenders_

Privacy & Liberties News:

* France: 'Liberty of Communication Act' angers civil rights groups_
* UK/EU: _Court of Human Rights - Secret listening device invades privacy_
* USA: _Censorware being selective on hate sites?_

Features:

* Feature article: _After being wrongly accused of abusing his daughter
  Jim Fairlie is hitting back_
* NAMBLA alert

Culture:

Book: _Amis writes royals into a paedophile porno plot_
Movie review: _Censorship Runs Amok in 'Dirty Pictures'_
Various Journal / Book / Movie / Theatre / Radio notes.

Undo.





USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

19th May 2000

_Virginia Governor Attacks Artist's Museum Lecture_

RICHMOND, Va. -- Virginia's governor says a world-famous
photographer's allegedly sexually graphic lecture had no
place in a state-owned art museum.

Gov. Jim Gilmore objected to the May 10 lecture by
photographer Sally Mann in a letter this week to officials
at the Virginia Museum of Arts.

In his letter to Richard Woodward, the museum's interim
director, Gilmore said he was "shocked and dismayed that
this type of exhibit occurred on state owned property."

The administration learned of the presentation after
someone claiming to have attended it wrote anonymously
to Gilmore, alleging they had seen photos of oral sex,
genitalia, and young girls urinating.

Sally Mann said "Never has anyone objected. To the
contrary, the images have been lauded." Mann has exhibited
and taught nationally. Her work is in the collection of
the Metropolitan Museum of Art, the Museum of Modern Art,
the Whitney Museum, and many others.

Mann lives in Lexington, Virginia, with her husband and
three children, and is widely held to be one of the top
art photographers now working in the US.

In a written response to Gilmore, Woodward said he had
given copies of the governor's letter to the museum's
board of trustees, and he promised "new guidelines for
reviewing exhibits".

-------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------

24th May 2000

_Human Rights Act threatens school uniforms_

SCHOOLS will find it more difficult to enforce strict
uniform and dress policies when the Human Rights Act comes
into force on October 2, teachers were warned yesterday.

Pupils or their parents will have the right to challenge
bans on certain types of clothing, jewellery and
haircuts on the grounds that their human rights have been
infringed. Schools will also be open to challenge if they
suspend or expel pupils who refuse to obey uniform rules,
Graham Lane, chairman of the Local Government Association's
education committee, told a conference on the implications
of the Act.

The Human Rights Act l998 incorporates much of the
European Convention on Human Rights into domestic law,
making it possible for people to bring legal challenges in
English courts. Richard Fawcett, president-elect of the
Secondary Heads' Association, said that the Act would be
"good news" and schools should respond positively to it.

However, teachers and governors would have to review their
rules to ensure they did not breach it. Mr Fawcett said:
"Uniforms, for example, are the minutiae of school life but
the issues they raise are important to head teachers.
Schools which have a very, very particular uniform
requirement may find some parents challenge it." Children
who dyed their hair or had the "shaved-in" haircuts popular
among black boys, might claim the right to freedom of
expression, he suggested.

-------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-------------------------------------------------------

May 23rd 2000

_Lara Croft game man trapped in police sting_

A PROGRAMMER who worked on a new instalment of the Lara
Croft computer game, _Tomb Raider, the Last Revelation_,
Kenneth L[...], was today the first person to be jailed
in an Internet "sting" operation by British and American
police.

Last year L[...] hit upon a website called Valerie's Escorts,
a sting site set up by Los Angeles police to catch
paedophiles. L[...] exchanged 36 sexually-oriented messages
with them. The American detectives did not know where L[...]
lived until he asked if there was a similar agency in Britain.

The Americans contacted Scotland Yard. L[...], 28, from
Ashbourne, Derbyshire, was then lured into believing that
he was to meet a nine-year-old girl called Amy. L[...]
was recorded handed over 200 pounds to a supposed go-between,
and then knocked at Room 4052 of the Regent's Palace Hotel
in Piccadilly, calling out the fictitious Amy's name.
It was then he discovered that he had been trapped.

Jailing L[...] for 18 months yesterday on a charge of
incitement to procure, Judge Peter Fingret agreed with
detectives that new laws would be needed to allow similar
sting operations to be set up in Britain. He said that
such stings could not succeed in British law. In addition,
police cannot intercept British data for a foreign
government, which officials say handicaps cross-border
investigations.

L[...], who earned 50,000-pounds--a-year, was the first person
in Britain to be charged with attempting to incite an
undercover officer to procure a young girl for sex over
the Internet.

The Crown dropped charges that included attempting a
serious sex assault, which carries a maximum term of life
imprisonment, after L[...]'s barrister argued that he was
nowhere near a real girl at any stage. L[...] had insisted
it was all a fantasy. As the law now stands, Judge Fingret
ruled, "The actions of this defendant could not possibly be
interpreted as him having embarked on the crime proper."

Police said that because L[...] he has already spent six
months in prison on remand he was likely be released in 12
weeks' time.

-------------------------------------------------------




Japan:
-------------------------------------------------------

23rd May 2000

_Obstacles remain for new child-abuse law_

The enactment of a law banning abusive parents from
meeting or communicating with their children faces
obstacles in the form of a shortage of social workers
and an insufficient investigative system needed to
give the law teeth.

In a survey thirty-seven welfare departments, more
than 60 percent of the total, cited the lack of
specialized staff as a major problem to be tackled.

Under the new law, which was enacted Wednesday, social
workers have the authority to restrict the rights of
allegedly abusive parents' vis-a-vis their children.

Miyagi Prefecture workers said they are now able
to deal with abusive parents who "refuse to acknowledge"
the existence of child abuse in their homes. The new
law empowers social workers to inspect and search homes
when there is "reason for concern" that children are
in danger of abuse.

The new law also allows police assistance if allegedly
abusive parents are "expected to cause trouble". The
National Police Agency has notified police stations
nationwide, instructing the stations to work closely with
local social workers.

A total of about 6,900 suspected child-abuse cases were
reported to child-welfare facilities nationwide in fiscal
1998, the highest figure ever and more than six times
that of fiscal 1990.

Yet according to the NPA, police prosecuted just 120
child-abuse cases last year. Sixty-two of the cases
involved alleged violence toward children. Child-neglect
cases totaled 24 while sexual abuse incidents numbered
34.

-------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Parents of children to help punish offenders_

26th May 2000

The relatives and parents of child victims of crime
will be given a say in the punishment of the offenders
under a national scheme to be announced by the Home
Office today.

It will also allow them to make a plea for financial
compensation and to ask for special arrangements in
court.

The level and type of punishment will remain in the
discretion of the judges and magistrates, but they
will be expected to take into account the effects of
the offences on victims.

Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, will announce the
Victim Personal Statement Scheme today at an engagement
in Abingdon, near Oxford.

--

DECISIONS by judges to acquit defendants could face
appeals by the prosecution under a review of the law
ordered yesterday by the Home Secretary.

Jack Straw announced that a right of appeal against
"judge-directed acquittal" is to be considered by the
Law Commission. More than 1,800 were cleared by judges'
decisions in 1998-99, the latest figures available.

This is seen in legal circles as an attempt to push for
a weakening of the rule preventing defendants being
tried more than once for an offence.

Jack Straw also announced he intends to reintroduce
restrictions on the right to trial by jury, which were
previously thrown out by the House of Lords.

--------------------------------------------------------




France:
-------------------------------------------------------

25th May 2000

_'Liberty of Communication Act' angers civil rights groups_

Web users in France who want to start a home page online
will have to register their intent with the government, if
a bill being considered by French Parliament this week is
passed.

The Liberty of Communication Act -- passed by the House
Tuesday and being debated in the French Senate this week --
stipulates that users will have to fill out an official
registration form in order to post material to the Internet.

Many have suggested the added complexity to users could
force French Web hosting companies to relocate. Others have
damned the Bill as a serious infringement to online freedom
of speech and privacy that could spread across Europe. A
spokesman from The European Internet Service Providers
Association (EuroISPA) says that if passed, the French
government could try to get the European Union to consider
enforcing similar regulations Europe-wide.

"This is a terribly conventional approach," says
British Internet legal expert Nicholas Bohm of civil
liberties group, Cyber Rights and Cyber Liberties. "It
comes from a government's long standing fear of freedom
of speech."

Bohm adds: "This is an example of what happens if you don't
talk to industry and don't have the required expertise to
deal with these issues."

In a separate development, French officials are lobbying
to extend the role of Europol to cover Internet crimes
when France assumes the presidency of the European Union
this summer. Europol was established last summer to fight
organised crime in Europe. Other EU countries have
suggested extending Interpol's role to cover digital
crime, amid growing concern over the creeping worldwide
reach of the FBI.

--

The French Police Judiciaire released in April its
official figures related to IT-based criminal activities
and internet fraud. According to the wording of the French
police, detected cybercrime has nothing to do with
professional thieves, more with geek vandalism --
"amateurism" as the report puts it. On the internet, the
so-called "new menace" disappears : 93% of all offences
relate to simple credit card frauds.

-------------------------------------------------------



UK:
--------------------------------------------------------

_Secret listening device invades privacy_

_Khan v United Kingdom _ (Application No 35394/97)

Before J.-P.Costa, President, and Judges W. Fuhrmann, L.
Loucaides, P. Kuris, Sir Nicolas Bratza, H. S. Greve and
K. Traja  Section Registrar: S. Dolle

_EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS_

[Judgment May 12, 2000]

The European Court of Human Rights held unanimously that
the applicant's right to respect for private and family
life, as guaranteed by article 8 of the European Convention
of Human Rights, had been violated. Furthermore, as the
applicant did not have an effective remedy in respect of
his claim under article 8, the Court also held unanimously
that article 13 of the Convention had also been breached.

Sultan Kahn, a British national born in 1957 and living in
Sheffield, was sentenced, on March 14, 1994, to three years
imprisonment on the basis of evidence illegally
obtained by a secret listening device installed by the
police.

--------------------------------------------------------




Internet:
--------------------------------------------------------

May 27th 2000

_Censorware being selective on hate sites?_

Censorware software, long criticized for mislabeling
innocuous websites as pornographic, now has a new problem:
accusations of double standards.

The most popular blocking programs allow their users to
freely visit the websites of arch-conservative groups like
[http://www.family.org/] and  [http://www.cwfa.org/],
which feature strident denunciations of homosexuality.

But when those identical declamations against lesbians
and gays were duplicated and placed on personal Web pages,
Cyberpatrol, Surfwatch, and four other programs placed
[http://www.peacefire.org/BaitAndSwitch/] the addresses
on their blacklists.

As a test, anti-filtering activists at
[http://www.peacefire.org/] copied
[http://www.peacefire.org/BaitAndSwitch/attributions.html]
text from conservative publications to four websites on
Geocities, Tripod, Angelfire, and TheGlobe.

After the links were submitted to the companies, each of
the four sites were blocked
[http://www.politechbot.com/docs/keys.html] as "hate speech"
or otherwise labeled as forbidden.

The other conservative sites excerpted were the Family
Research Council, Focus on the Family, and portions of
speeches by radio talk show host Dr. Laura Schlessinger.

One reason why some manufacturers of blocking software are
hesitant to block powerful conservative groups is
financial: They have similar goals and even marketing
alliances and financial links.  NetNanny, for instance,
admits it has "a relationship" with Focus on the Family.

Makers of blocking products have long been reported to
have financial relationships with conservative and
religious organizations, which have strongly lobbied to
install the products in public schools and libraries.

--------------------------------------------------------




Feature article:
--------------------------------------------------------

May 28th 2000

_After being wrongly accused of abusing his daughter Jim
Fairlie is hitting back_

Last week on his 60th birthday, Jim Fairlie's five
children threw him a surprise party. More than 100 old
friends and political colleagues from the Scottish National
Party attended, including the former leader, Gordon Wilson,
whom he hadn't seen for 10 years. The event, in the
Jeanfield Social Club in Perth, was a celebration of a man
of truly independent mind who was a former deputy leader of
the SNP.

His son Jim toasted his father and read Rudyard Kipling's
If, a poem about how to be an honourable man. "There was a
lot of emotion that night," says Fairlie.

That emotion ran much deeper than one would normally expect
at a birthday celebration. It was a show of support for a
man who, five years ago, was falsely accused of abusing his
daughter, Katrina. The accusation, based on the now widely
discredited recovered memory therapy, tore the close
Fairlie family apart.

Now they are reconciled and Katrina, who withdrew the
claims, attended the party. "For years we hadn't really had
the heart for socialising. But we had a great time. It was
a kind of final making up for everything that happened,"
says Fairlie.

The story is not yet over. Fairlie is suing the NHS and
social services for defamation.

When he announced his legal action in 1998, other victims
of false memory syndrome applauded his courage. He has
needed it.

Two years on, and almost six years since Katrina first made
the accusations while allegedly undergoing the
controversial treatment, his efforts to clear his name have
been almost as traumatic as the original crisis. Even
though he has still to step into a courtroom, his legal
bills are running into tens of thousands of pounds.
The damage the traumatic events have done to Katrina, now
30, his family relationships and his reputation are
inestimable. Yet few would blame him for throwing in the
towel and getting on with his life.

Fairlie is fighting on with the support of his wife Kay. He
says: "Kay and I said right from the beginning that we were
going to see this thing through even if it means selling
everything and going bankrupt. It's the only way to make
these people take responsibility. We want to encourage
others to take a stand against the system."

We meet at his whitewashed Crieff home, which has sweeping
views over the Perthshire hills. It may have to be put on
the market to meet his legal fees.

The litigation has become an obsession. Every day the
family picks over the latest legal titbit or worries about
Katrina's well-being - she still harbours suicidal
thoughts. Their life is on hold, says his wife Kay. "There
was a time when I couldn't see past getting to court. We
have all aged."

It was in their son Philip's house on October 16, 1995,
that Fairlie and Kay were summoned by four of their five
children and confronted with Katrina's claims. Initially
Kay, a former nurse, thought the call was to say Katrina
had killed herself.

Katrina had been admitted to hospital more than a year
previously, originally to have her appendix removed. The
doctors found nothing wrong but removed her gall bladder as
a further precaution. When that too was found to be healthy
and the pain continued, they believed the symptoms were
psychosomatic and admitted her to the psychiatric unit.
Katrina had been abused by her paternal grandfather as a
child, which both her parents knew.

The family had found out when Katrina was 17, after it came
to light that two other children had been abused by the
grandfather. Kay questioned her children and Katrina
revealed that she too had been a victim.

She pleaded with her mother not to tell Fairlie. Her sister
Sharon says: "It was because it was his dad. She thought
the women in the family knowing was enough. It was an awful
position to put my mother in, not being able to tell her
husband."

Fairlie remained in ignorance until he found out by
accident two years later. He immediately telephoned his
father to confront him and, after an angry exchange,
severed all contact. The social work department was
informed, but the grandfather, who died three weeks ago,
was never charged.

After the abuse emerged, Katrina appeared to cope well. She
had her own flat and a steady job. Sharon says: "She was
always the independent one of the family. She got on with
everyone, but she had a rebellious streak. The rest of us
were interested in politics, but she always made it clear
she found it boring."

Katrina was admitted to the psychiatric unit of Perth's
Moray Royal Hospital from December 1994 to March 1996. Her
parents wondered if the early abuse might be a factor
in her troubles and told the doctors. They came to regret it.

Katrina was allegedly treated using recovered memory therapy,
which relies on mind-altering drugs, hypnosis and prolonged
interviews. The technique has since been condemned by
the Royal College of Psychiatrists.

Katrina's mental health deteriorated rapidly in hospital.
Her weight dropped to six and a half stone. She tried to
commit suicide. Encouraged to keep a journal and talk about
nightmares which turned into hallucinations, she began
recalling bizarre experiences attributed to recovered
memory.

In the course of the treatment, Katrina accused her father
of raping her, then of beating to death another
six-year-old girl. Seventeen other men were, she said,
involved in the paedophile ring, including two MPs.

Katrina's psychiatrist told her sister Sharon in August
1995 of the abuse, convincing her there was overwhelming
evidence that Fairlie was not the loving father he seemed.
He said he couldn't say more, Sharon recalls, because of
patient confidentiality.

She says: "The only word to describe my feelings is
numbness. I just couldn't reconcile two things: either
Katrina was lying or my father was an abuser. Both were
completely unpalatable to me. I just went into shock."
The psychiatrist asked Sharon to keep the information to
herself. However, she couldn't fool her brother Philip, 34.
He knew she was deeply unhappy. Eventually she broke down
and told him. Andrew, 36, and Jim, 31 were informed and the
four children confronted their parents. Kay says: "I just
remember being so angry that they were giving credence to
the claims."

Fairlie too was furious. He stormed out of the house,
booked into a bed and breakfast and downed a bottle of
whisky.

The more Kay thought about the allegations, the more she
was convinced her husband could never have done such awful
things. When he returned home the next day, she told him
she didn't believe the children and was standing by him.
Anger and bitterness split the family. Kay and Jim spent
their first Christmas without seeing their children and
grandchildren. Fairlie couldn't bear to look at his
children or be in the same room.

Kay says: "It was the most miserable time. Jim and I didn't
have the heart to stay at home so we went to a local hotel.
It was terrible."

Fairlie spent long hours alone, walking in the hills or
riding his horse. He felt it necessary to inform the local
stables about the allegations because he was mixing with
young girls there. He is still never alone with his
grandchildren. The decision is his, to protect him from
further suspicion.

The family rift healed only after a lot of "blood letting".
The more information Sharon gleaned from Katrina, the more
it became obvious the abuse never happened. A police
investigation in December 1995 came to the same conclusion.
Sharon says: "We'd be saying to Katrina, 'look you've never
met these people' you are saying abused you."

Kay maintained contact with her sons and gradually realised
the pressure they had been put under. The psychiatrist had
emphasised that Katrina's life was in their hands. If they
didn't believe her, she'd kill herself.

By the summer of 1996, Katrina too realised her accusations
were unfounded, and withdrew the claims. Fairlie was never
charged.

He is now suing the former Perth and Kinross National
Healthcare Trust (now Tayside Primary Care NHS Trust) and
Perth and Kinross social services on grounds likely to
include defamation, negligence and personal injury. He is
outraged by the social workers' handling of his case. Both
the NHS and the local authority declined to comment.

Getting the case heard is proving exhausting. Weeks before
presenting the final summons to the Court of Session in
February, Fairlie's QC withdrew because of differences of
opinion about how the evidence should be presented. He is
now starting over again with another representative. He
hopes a new summons can be prepared as soon as possible.
The QC's departure was a huge setback for Fairlie, whose
existence has become an endless round of legal meetings,
letter writing and trawling the internet for legal
precedents.

Rage keeps him going. "I tell people I'm not suicidal, I'm
homicidal," he jokes, adding gravely, "no one knows what it
feels like to be accused of selling your own daughter for
drink and cigarettes."

Fairlie's pain is unlikely to disappear completely. The
family was always close, making the split all the more
traumatic. Jim and Kay popped into their children's homes
in Perth regularly. At weekends they baby-sat for their
nine grandchildren.

His rebellious streak helps explain why he has stayed the
course. Deputy SNP leader under Gordon Wilson from 1981 to
1985, Fairlie stood against Sir Nicholas Fairbairn for the
Perth and Kinross seat in 1987. Three years later he walked
out of the party in protest at his colleagues' pro-European
stance.

He carved out a new role, teaming up with a group of
dissident nationalists called Sovereignty, while continuing
to take regular swipes at the SNP. Sovereignty urged him to
stand against Sir Nicholas as an independent in 1992. "The
pressure was enormous," he recalls. "But something had to
go and I decided it had to be politics."

After 35 years, he reluctantly abandoned his public
profile. He now contents himself with well-aimed pot shots
at politicians and psychiatrists in a column he writes for
the Perthshire Advertiser under the pseudonym The
Spectator.

Whether it is perseverance or stubbornness, it has won
Fairlie celebrity status among the 1,300 members of the
British False Memory Society. Many would like to take on
the authorities, but cannot afford to do so.

Although a report published by The Royal College of
Psychiatrists in April 1998 says false memories can and do
occur, the treatment still goes on according to the
society's director Madeline Greenhalgh. At a meeting of the
society in London two weeks ago, Fairlie was depressed to
hear that 125 new families had come forward in the past
year.

He says: "I met two men who had both been falsely accused
of sexual abuse. One had tried to hang himself but failed;
the other had a nervous breakdown. It makes me more
determined to carry on."

Life is slowly beginning to return to normal. The
nightmares which plagued him have lessened.

Katrina remains vulnerable. She lives alone in Perth, still
suffering bouts of depression. She cannot hold down a job,
and lacks the confidence to tackle basic tasks such as
driving.

However, her relationship with her father is fine, Fairlie
emphasises. He never blamed her for making the claims. She
is now pursuing her own civil action against the
authorities.

--------------------------------------------------------





----------------------------------------------------------------------

To: "Call" list (Call to Safeguard Our Children and Our Liberties Network)

From: Tom Reeves

Topic: Attack on NAMBLA and Our Liberties...

We ask Call Network members, and others, to consider the case described here
carefully and to take actions where possible to defend free expression and
association and counter this extreme example of the ongoing child-sex
hysteria:

SUMMARY

A law suit has been filed in Federal District Court in Boston by Cambridge
Atty. Larry Frisoli, on behalf of the parents of Jeffrey Curley, a boy
murdered two years ago in Cambridge. The suit alleges that one of the
murderers, Charles Jaynes (a black man in his early twenties), was an
"adjusted heterosexual" until he was brainwashed by contact with a NAMBLA
website. It claims Jaynes went directly from the Boston Public Library, where
he viewed the site, to murder Curley a few hours later. The elder Curley
claims that NAMBLA helps pedophiles "teach each other how to do it and all
sorts of stuff like that - how to abduct them, and what to look for in
children who are easiest to abduct." The suit alleges that material on the
NAMBLA site was a "proximate cause" of the murder, rape and torture of the
10-year-old boy. The lawsuit seeks $200 million from the internet server
carrying NAMBLA's site at the time, from NAMBLA and from seven individuals
alleged to be NAMBLA leaders.

The Boston GLOBE, the Boston HERALD, the Cambridge CHRONICLE, AP and UPI have
carried prominent stories about this lawsuit. WIRED, the on-line magazine,
has also covered the story. While the media have included "balanced" views
from legal authorities who say the suite is without merit, the lawsuit has
been treated seriously and the extreme charges taken at face value.

FACTS ABOUT NAMBLA

NAMBLA is a well-known organization, never secret, which has marched in many
gay/lesbian parades. Its current active leaders include professors, doctors,
lawyers, therapists, and people successful in every walk of life. It has
NEVER condoned violence of any kind, specifically condemning child
pornography, child prostitution, rape, kidnapping, murder or confinement of
children and youth. It has published lengthy position papers and articles
against spanking and other abuse of children, as well as on topics ranging
from opposition to war in Central America to abolition of the death penalty.
It has never published pornography. The NAMBLA website has been brief and
staid, never including prurient material. Most material has been political or
social science research information. NAMBLA has been investigated by police
at local, state and federal levels. The FBI did a two-year investigation,
costing over a million dollars, which was presented to a hearing of a
U.S.House subcommittee. The FBI report said that no evidence of illegal acts
by NAMBLA or its officers could be found.

ABOUT THE LAWSUIT

NAMBLA is an un-incorporated association - which technically may not be sued.
No-one, up until now - nearly two weeks later - has been served with a
complaint in this case. The original ISP (net server) sued, Verio, proved
that it was NOT NAMBLA's server at the time of the murder - and they have
been dropped from the suit. No other server has yet been named. Many legal
experts have said the suit is without merit and sloppily prepared. Yet, a
prominent lawyer with experience in sex offender cases said NAMBLA and the 7
individuals should get legal counsel at once, and that $20,000 would be a
first payment, simply to try to get a dismissal! NAMBLA is now seeking pro
bono legal aid from foundations opposing censorship, especially internet
censorship, and from the American Civil Liberties Union and its Massachusetts
chapter.

FACTS ABOUT THE MURDER

Jaynes and another young man, Salvatore Sicari, were well-known among the
Curleys and their friends. Sicari lived just down the street. The two men
spent many hours with the boy for months before the murder (and long before
it is alleged Jaynes saw the website), often taking him to dinner and buying
him presents. Neighbors have said the boy spent much time out of his house
alone, often late at night. His father had a restraining order against him
for alleged violence against the mother at the time of the murder. The father
appears to have spent little time with his son during the period before the
murder. Jaynes went to meetings of the Boston Gay and Lesbian Youth (BAGLY),
where his friends said he showed them pictures of the Curley boy and implied
an erotic relationship. The younger brother of Sicari was charged in an
unrelated incident of sex with a young boy just before the murder, and young
Curley and his older brothers were often seen together with the Sicari
brothers. Jaynes and Sicari were not convicted of rape or sexual molestation
- although the media was full of lurid allegations about sex with the boy
before and after the murder (with the boy's corpse). Just after the murder,
it was claimed that NAMBLA materials containing "child pornography" were in
the car in which Curley was murdered - yet no such materials were ever named
or presented to the media or at trial. At the time, the elder Curley worked
closely with the Massachusetts Governor to attempt to re-instate the death
penalty, using the boy's murder to whip up public anger, but their effort
failed.

ISSUES INVOLVED

Professor Eric Freedman of the Hofstra Law School was quoted in WIRED, the
online magazine: "The whole country would be reduced to receiving only that
information that wasn't harmful to the most pathological among us..." if the
suite were won. "The prospects of this lawsuit are zilch...it is and should
be going nowhere." Freedman also pointed out that the allegations in the suit
are patently false: NAMBLA does not advocate violence. "On the contrary,
their position is that boys are capable of consenting."

The case is no more far-fetched than a white family suing the NAACP because
their son was murdered by a black man who happened to have read NAACP
materials.

Yet, as Bob Chatelle recently wrote to the Free Expression Network (FEN):

[start quote]
"I am not so optimistic (that an obviously frivolous lawsuit will be
dismissed). If the plaintiffs weren't the parents of a murdered child and the
defendants weren't NAMBLA, any judge would throw this suit out of court
without hesitation.

But NAMBLA is America's official enemy within. And few civil libertarians
will defend the rights of the Enemy Within. The Enemy Within have no
constitutional rights. The state can do to them what they will.

But I, at least, hope that some civil libertarians will consider what could
happen should this suit go forward and be successful. The precedent set would
be abominable. Protected speech would no longer exist, even in theory. Any
web site or publication expressing a currently unpopular viewpoint could be
shut down. Pro-choice and anti-abortion sites would be vulnerable.
Pro-gun-control and anti-gun-control sites would be vulnerable. Pro-gay and
anti-gay sites would be vulnerable. Anything controversial would be
vulnerable."
[end quote]

ACTION

1. People need to be educated about NAMBLA, about such right-wing attacks on
free expression and association, and about the absurdity but also the serious
possible consequences of this case. Talk with your friends and associates
about the case to clear up the mess of false information and reduce the
hysteria.

2. Write short, strong letters to the editors of the papers which have fanned
the flames of the hysteria, countering the lies and making the basic points
about the need to defend people from wild and false accusations as well as
the need to defend free speech on the internet.

3. Call ACLU, CLUM and other free-speech and anti-censorship groups and ask
them to support NAMBLA and others named in the suit, as well as any Internet
provider named.

4. Be prepared to take further action in case the reactionary forces behind
the lawsuit seek to expose and harass specific NAMBLA members.

Please contact me for further information or to share your suggestions.
Please let us know what specific actions you take, such as letters to the
editor, etc.

Thanks.

----------------------------------------------------------------------





Book note:
--------------------------------------------------------

27th May 2000

_Amis writes royals into a paedophile porno plot_

MARTIN AMIS, among the most controversial British
novelists of his generation, is set to cause shock waves
with his next work which features an explosive mix of
royalty, pornography and paedophilia.

In his new novel, to be delivered to his publisher Jonathan
Cape next year, the main character, Xan Meo, suffers a head
injury which so alters his personality that he becomes sex-
obsessed. "It's mainly a novel about a clash of cultures -
a disreputable cast from the underworld on the one hand and
from royalty on the other," said the author.

The plot draws Meo, who becomes a porn merchant, into a
intrigue with a 14-year-old princess -- who is the daughter of
the king of England, Henry IX -- setting up a paedophile scam,
which has a huge impact on the credibility of the monarchy.

--------------------------------------------------------




Movie note:
--------------------------------------------------------

May 27th 2000

_Censorship Runs Amok in 'Dirty Pictures'_

Showtime's take on obscenity trial of museum director
raises 1st Amendment questions.


         In the spring of 1990, a loose constellation of
Cincinnati bluenoses, religious fanatics, gay-bashers,
right-wing politicians up for re-election and assorted others
among the citizenry began to circle around the director of a
local art museum, where the notorious exhibition "Robert
Mapplethorpe: The Perfect Moment" was scheduled to be shown
in the fall.  This was the show whose cancellation a year
earlier at Washington's Corcoran Gallery of Art had exploded
into a national firestorm.  Thanks to the Cincinnatians'
diligent efforts, their local museum director was, within
days of the exhibition's opening, indicted on charges of
criminal obscenity.

The arrest and subsequent trial were a first in the
history of American art museums.  A local grand jury claimed
that seven of the late artist's photographs were
pornographic and that their public display was in violation
of Cincinnati's obscenity laws.  Established legal
precedent -- the so-called Miller test, which in layman's
terms translates into "If it's art it cannot be obscene, if
it's obscene it cannot be art" -- got trampled under the heel.

The most chilling scene in "Dirty Pictures," the
Showtime movie dramatizing the affair that airs tonight at
9, is one in which uniformed policemen arrive at the
downtown Contemporary Arts Center, issue a warrant for the
arrest of director Dennis Barrie and begin to clear the
galleries of curious visitors.  Some resist and are
summarily hauled away.

"Chilling" is the operative word here.  The filmmakers
have focused their story not just on a retelling of the
familiar circumstances surrounding the outlandish trial,
which was chronicled on the front pages of American
newspapers from coast to coast a decade ago.  More
important, they have also made a dark, dispiriting and
unfortunately convincing case that a profound chilling
effect on American cultural life is an inevitable legacy of
the shameful episode.

Which is to say, a chilling effect on American freedom.
Barrie was found not guilty by a jury of his peers, but the
cruelty, harassment and wreckage of personal lives suffered
in the campaign against free speech chart a high cost that
not everyone would be willing to pay.  The movie asks: Who
really won the culture war?

"Dirty Pictures" is at its best in conveying such
nuanced questions.  Director Frank Pierson, producer Michael
Manheim and screenwriter Ilene Chaiken look at the
constitutional protection of free speech from every
imaginable angle, as if analyzing the brilliant yet elusive
facets of a magnificent diamond.  By the end, when a
reptilian Cincinnati moralist smoothly drawls, "The 1st
Amendment is all well and good, but...," you see his
coming qualifying claim for the insidiously dangerous
foolishness it is.

This is no small accomplishment for a TV movie.  In
part the filmmakers manage it by never hiding which side of
the argument they're on -- and as artists, they're right not
to.  The story of the tumultuous public trial and the
hideous personal toll it took on the Barrie family is
regularly interrupted with clips of documentary-style
interviews, but only one of the 11 commentators (the
patrician conservative William F. Buckley Jr.)  speaks in
favor of censorship as an appropriate means for maintaining
civil order.  Everyone else speaks against it.

A few of the 1st Amendment defenders are superfluous -- glam
art dealer Mary Boone, for example, who frankly hasn't much
to say; and Brooklyn Museum director Arnold Lehman, whose
recent censorship dust-up with New York Mayor Rudy Giuliani
is further proof of the old dictum, first time tragedy,
second time farce.  Others, such as Rep. Barney Frank (D-Mass.)
and Manhattan wit Fran Lebowitz, offer devastating observations,
while Jesse McBride, who was the child subject of one of the
seven "dirty" pictures, irrefutably dispenses with his accusers.

However, none makes a mark quite like Salman Rushdie,
who is something of an authority on how the chilling effects
of censorship might operate at the outer limits of social
mayhem.  More than one translator and editor of Rushdie's
"The Satanic Verses" has been stabbed, shot, killed.

"If you can't defend what is unpalatable to you
personally, then you don't actually believe in free speech,"
Rushdie dryly says.  "You only believe in the free speech of
those who agree with you."

More than 200 Mapplethorpe photographs are shown during
the Showtime movie.  (If you want a closer look, go
straight-away to the Santa Monica Museum of Art, where a
re-creation of "Robert Mapplethorpe: The Perfect Moment" is
on view through June 10.)  Aside from the simple necessity
of seeing the pictures to know what the uproar was about,
putting them on a cable television show underscores the
idiocy of an art museum trial.

Oddly, the movie is at its weakest in relating the
simple narrative of what happened during that trial.  "Dirty
Pictures" can't resist a couple of creaky cliches from the
dusty Hollywood playbook of courtroom drama -- the eloquent
testimonial from a key witness that seems to turn the trial
around, or the cliffhanger deliberations among ordinary
citizens on the jury who are torn between their own personal
beliefs and the rule of law.

In fact, Barrie's acquittal was at least as much the
result of sheer ineptitude by the prosecution as it was a
triumph of dazzling 1st Amendment argument.  And the actual
jury deliberated for barely two hours -- within slam-dunk
range.

Bungling lawyers and quick consensus don't make for TV
drama, though.  The show's most effective dramatic arc
follows the emotional dissolution of Barrie's wife, Dianne,
compellingly played by Diana Scarwid.  The slow-motion
shattering of a confident wife and mother into fractured,
jittery paranoia is critical to conveying the terrorizing
power of the censorship gambit's chilling effect.  Scarwid
makes it memorable.

_"Dirty Pictures"_ airs tonight at 9 p.m. on Showtime.

--------------------------------------------------------




New book:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_The Girl: Constructions of The Girl in Contemporary Fiction
by Women_ edited by Ruth 0. Saxton.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Abstract of a journal article:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_The Politics of Child Sexual Abuse Research_
Janice Haaken and Sharon Lamb
SOCIETY, May/June 2000

The authors attempt to explain the various forces at work in forming
public opinion about the sexuality of children and the research being
done in this area. They consider the current and historical views of
feminists and moral crusaders and show how they influence what
research is done, how it is done, and how it is interpreted. One of
their most interesting statements showed that, even though the
public's view of masturbation has evolved, Jocelyn Elders was still
fired as surgeon general for advocating that it be taught in schools
as an alternative to intercourse. Even though they acknowledge that
children are sexual, they still view all sexual activity with adults
as "abuse". They conclude however, "All of these ideas are worth
further investigation, further debate."

-------------------------------------------------------------




Movie note:
-----------------------------------------------------------

The "Japan version" of Natlie Portman in _The Professional_
[aka _Leon_] is actually the intended Directors Cut.  It is
called "Leon: Version Integrale", and was rejected by US test
audiences.

Link to a site containing a script of the removed scenes:
http://www.geocities.com/Hollywood/Bungalow/5102/integ.htm

The DVD is now out in the UK, under the European title of
_Leon_, rather than the US title _The Professional_.

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK radio note:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_High Wind In Jamaica_ by girl-lover Richard Hughes,
serialised for radio from Sunday 28th May 2000 (first of ?
episodes).  Radio 4, on FM in UK, and on cable in Europe.
Radio 4 usually repeats their Classic Serials sometime
else during the week, if you miss it on Sunday.

It features a young girl / pirate relationship, nothing sexual
but lots of deep psychology.  It was filmed with the delicious
Haley Mills in the 1960s.

Information on Hughes's girl-loving can be found on the
Famous British Pedophiles site, and in the recent biography.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Theatre note:
-------------------------------------------------------------

May 2000.

Reuters reports that in the Southern German "Passion Play",
reproduced every ten years in Oberammergau, Germany, there
is a new scene this year portraying the Jewish King Herod
as a homosexual paedophile.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Undo: a lawyer writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

In the last press-cuttings round up:

>17th May 2000
>
>[...] The New York Court of Appeal in *Lunney v Prodigy*
>last week gave US ISPs complete immunity from legal suits.

The case only has precedential value in the State of New York.

-------------------------------------------------------------



ends

